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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
RESOLUTION NO. 92-41

ADOPTION OF WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT INCORPORATING
FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d)

304(I), 314, AND 319 LISTS AND 40 CODE OF
FEDERAL REGULATIONS, SECTION 131.11

WHEREAS:

1. The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) uses the Clean
Water Strategy to assist in prioritizing water quality activities.

2. The Water Quality Assessment provides information necessary for the
development of the Clean Water Strategy.

3. The Water Quality Assessment has been compiled from the nine Regional
Water Quality Assessments adopted by the respective California Regional
Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Water Boards).

4. The Water Quality Assessment includes the Clean Water Act (CWA)
Sections 303(d), 304(]), 314, and 319 lists for the State of California.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

1. That the 1992 update of the State of California’s Water Quality Assessment
is approved, including the lists for Sections 303(d), 304(I), 314, and 319
of the CWA that are incorporated therein.

2. That the Executive Director is authorized to transmit the lists for
Sections 303(d), 304(]), 314, and 319 of the CWA to the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency to satisfy the requirements of that Act.

3. That the 1992 update of the Water Quality Assessment is complete.

4. That the State Water Board may review the lists for Sections 303(d)0
304(I), 314, and 319 of the CWA once the Clean Water Strategy development
is complete and the State Water Board’s priorities are made clear.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, does hereby certify
that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and
regularly adopted at a meeting of the State Water Resources Control Board held
on May 18, 1992.

March6
Admini     ive Ass the Board
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CALIFORNIA WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT

I. INTRODUCTION

The California Water Quality Assessment (WQA) is a catalog
of the State’s waterbodies and their water quality condition.
Organized by region and by waterbody type, the WQA categorizes
each waterbody as good, intermediate, impaired, or unknown; it is
a compilation of the nine Regional WQAs. Each Regional Water
Board adopted its WQA at a public meeting between November 1991
and March 1992. The 1992 Statewide WQA update contains 2859
waterbodies. The previous WQA, adopted in April 1990, contained
2509 waterbodies.

The Water Quality Assessment serves several different
purposes. The WQA reports to the public on the condition of the
State’s waterbodies in a highly summarized tabular format. It is
not intended to convey the same type of information as the "State
of the State’s Waters," an extensive narrative overview. This
report (based on the same data), containing graphical analysis,
will be available in early 1993.

Lists of impaired waterbodies included in the WQA satisfy
several federal Clean Water Act requirements. The WQA also
provides the foundation of the State Board’s Clean Water Strategy
(CWS). A management tool used to identify waterbodies of high
concern, the CWS is further used by the State Water Board to
allocate resources to the highest priority water quality
problems.    In the CWS process, the Regional Boards first rank
waterbodies in their respective regions according to each of
their beneficial uses, magnitude of uses, size, uniqueness
(summarized as a resource value), and degree of impairment or
threat of impact. Then the State Board ranks the Regional
Boards’ highest priority waterbodies.

II. WATER QUALITY CLASSIFICATION

Good Quality waters:

are waters that support and enhance the desiqnated beneficial
uses. Water bodies classified as good may be designated as a
high priority by the Regional Board if a thr~at to water
quality is present.

.Intermediate Ouality Waters:

are waters that support desiqnated beneficial uses while there
is occasional degradation of water quality. For example,
biological data may show minor changes in population densities
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and distribution; however, direct observation of the water
shows the uses are supported. Intermediate quality waters also
include those water bodies where there is an indication of
suspected impairment but available data is inadequate to reach
a definitive conclusion on the condition.

~mpaired Waters:

are water bodies that cannot reasonably be expected to attain
or maintain applicable water quality standards. A water
quality standard includes both State and Regional Board numeric
and narrative water quality objectives and the beneficial
use(s) the objectives are meant to protect. The interpretation
that a water body is "impaired" may be clear when data indicate
that adopted objectives are continually exceeded or that
beneficial uses are not protected (e.g., health warnings are in
effect). In many cases this determination will involve
evaluating many sources of data to arrive at a best
professional judgement by the Regional Board staff. A more
detailed description of impairment for various classes of
pollutants can be found in the criteria for the Clean Water
Strategy.

For ground waters the beneficial uses may be different, but any
determination of impairment is based on an approach equivalent
to that used for surface waters. Ground water is not included
in the federal reporting requirements and, therefore, is not
included on any of the lists.

Unknown Oualitv Waters:

are water bodies with unknown water quality where limited or no
direct observations are available.

III. INTERPRETING THE WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT

Individual waterbodies are listed by the region in which they are
located and by the type of water resource, such as enclosed bays,
estuaries, rivers and streams, lakes and reservoirs. In some
cases an entire waterbody is included under one water quality
classification. In other cases, segments of waterbodies are
listed separately because of their unique differences or
problems. Water quality problems for each waterbody are
described when known or suspected. A small portion of the WQA
for segments of the Sacramento River is shown below. The
narrative which follows the table provides a more detailed
assessment of the river’s condition to provide an example of what
the WQA’s summarized information means. (Although all columns of
information are not discussed, an explanation of column headings
is given in the Key to Listing at the end of this discussion.)

ii
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1
3333333
1000011

Hydro Inter- Total Fect Problem Proble~ 1Wete_._._~r~odyN&me Un~t~ Good m@d~te Xmva~ed Unknow~ S~z__.~e Units Sheet Need Desc Source 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
Sacramento R. 508.10 0 0 50 0 50 Yes X X . X X . X(Shaste Dam to
Red Bluff)

Sacramento R. 511.20 40 0 0 0 40
(above Shesta .......
Lake)

Sacramento R. 500.00 0 155 30 0 185 Yes X X . ¯ X . X
(Red B]uff to
De1~a)

The 275 miles of the Sacramento River was assessed by the Central
Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board as three separate
sections of river (see Figure i). The water quality of each river
section is indicated in the table above and in Figure i. The
scientific basis for this listing includes extensive toxicity
testing of river water, examination of pollutant concentrations
in fish tissue and in water, information on the health and
abundance of aquatic organisms, and a knowledge of point and
nonpoint pollution sources.

Upstream of Shasta Lake, the water quality is good. Twelve miles
of river downstream of Lake Shasta periodically exceed Basin Plan
objectives for metals and therefore are classified as "impaired."
The next 38 miles, from the confluence of the Sacramento River
with Spring Creek to Red Bluff, are impacted by acid mine
discharges from Iron Mountain Mine runoff. This runoff --
polluted with copper, zinc, and cadmium -- has caused fish kills
and reduced the abundance of aquatic life. The Sacramento River
also receives pulp mill discharge from Simpson Paper Company at
Anderson. The discharge contains chlorinated dioxins, which
accumulate in fish. The California Department of Health Services
(DHS) has posted a health advisory warning against eating certain
fish caught in this section of the river. In some years when
reservoir levels are low, warm water released from Shasta Dam in
the summer and early fall also adversely affects the fall and
winter runs of the Chinook salmon population.

South of Red Bluff, water quality improves. Only periodic
toxicity has been observed, probably attributable to upstream
mines, the pulp mill discharge, and other unknown factors. The
assessment indicates a recovery zone in the river with an
intermediate section just below the impacted zone.

From Colusa Basin Drain to the Delta, the Sacramento River water
quality declines. Bioassay testing indicates significant toxicity
associated with agricultural discharge from the Colusa Basin
Drain. In addition, mercury levels in fish tissue are high enough
to warrant concern for human health and aquatic life.
Historically mercury was used in now abandoned Sierra-Nevada
mines. Mercury was also mined in the Coastal Range. Mine runoff
enters tributaries of the Sacramento River and flows to the
Delti..

iii
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Figure 1.
Assessment of Sacramento River Quality

COLUSA BASIN DRAIN SACRAMENTO SLOUGH

~F~N

¯Toxic agdcutt~aJ ff~ch~’g~, from
Co~u,~ l~’ain AMERICAN RIVER

¯ Mercury contamina,tkx’~ from Sierra
Nevada Mine~                                      HOOD

RIO VISTA
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IV. FEDERAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

The WQA serves the purpose of satisfying several federal Clean
Water Act requirements for lists and reports including those for
Section 303(d) Water Quality Limited Segments (WQLS) and Section
304(1) long list of impaired waterbodies. For the 1992 WQA
update, the Regional Boards were asked~to place special emphasis
on reviewing information for the State’s highest priority
waterbodies (determined by the Clean Water Strategy) and those
surface waters on the Clean Water Act Sections 303(d) and 304(1)
lists.

The 303(d) list describes WQLS where standards are not attainable
after implementation of technology-based requirements (Best
Available Technology /Best Control Technology). The 304(1) long
list describes waters that are not meeting standards, objectives,
or goals of the Clean Water Act due to point and nonpoint source
discharges of any pollutants. The 303(d) and 304(1) lists are
similar, and both include listings of impaired waterbodies. The
differences between the lists are primarily in the type of
follow-up actions required and time schedules for those actions.

Waterbodies identified on the 303(d) List will require Total
Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) to be established for them.
Subsequently, each point source and nonpoint source discharging
pollutants to the listed waterbody will require a Waste Load
Allocation (WLA) or Load Allocation (LA), respectively, assigned
to it. The 303(d) requirements include establishing a time
schedule for developing TMDLs. A priority list including a
schedule of actions for the highest priority waters is currently
in preparation; it will be available July 1992.

The 1990 WQA listed 245 waterbodies on the 304(1) long list based
on the designation of the waterbody as impaired. EPA’s final
decision regarding the State’s 304(1) list of impaired waters,
transmitted to the State Board September 28, 1990, added an
additional 260 waterbodies to the federal 304(1) long list.
Although not required by the Clean Water Act, the State Board has
elected to update the 304(1) list for its own priority setting
purposes. For the 1992 WQA update, the State Board requested
supporting data for these additional 260 waterbodies be sent to
the Regional Boards from the Fish & Wildlife Service, California
Department of Fish and Game, and the American Fisheries Society;
all had originally proposed the additions to the long list to
EPA. Where supporting data has been provided, waterbodies have
been added to the State’s 304(1) long list. The 1992 WQA
contains 349 waterbodies on the States’ 304(1) long list. This
is 104 more than the 1990 WQA but is 156 less than the federal
list.

V
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V. ~992 W~TER QU~L~TYASSESSMENT

The Regional Boards were asked to review the1990 WQA data for
accuracy (primarily the water quality condition and size
estimates) and to complete the pollutant and source
characterizations for the 303(d) listed waters and those
waterbodies considered high priority in the Clean Water Strategy.
In the resolution adopting the 1990 WQA, the State Board made
provisions.for reviewing the 303(d), 304(1), 314, and 319 lists.
The review of these lists has allowed the Regional Boards the
opportunity to incorporate the most recent water quality data and
make changes as appropriate.

Over 1500 changes were made from the 1990 version, including the
addition of 104 waterbodies to the 304(1) long list, as noted
above. The major portion of the changes reflect the addition of
more accurate water quality information available to the Regional
Boards, that is, refinement of information in the 1990 WQA rather
than actual changes in water quality.

v±
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WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT
KEY TO LISTTN~

The elements of the Water Quality Assessment are keyed to the numbered elements on the following Water Quality Assessment example.

Elment Definition

Region # Regional 8oard Number

2. Waterbody Type Waterbodies in the State are categorized under one of the following headings listed below:

Type of Waterbody

Bays and Harbors

Estuaries

Ground Water

Lakes and Reservoirs

Oceans and Open Bays

Rivers and Streams
Saline Lakes                                                                                                                 ~

Wetlands                                                                                                                    ~"

3. Waterbody Name Name of the waterbody. This is the same name as used in the Basin Plans. There are, however, additional

waters presented in the WQA that have not yet been incorporated into the Basin Plans. f~"

4. Hydro Unit # Hydrologic Unit from Basin Maps. Geographical locations of water resource. ~.-

5. Water Quality Condition Waterbodles are classified under four columns titled Good, Intermediate, I~aired, or Unknown based on the
rationale for Water Quality Classification shown in Table 1. Each waterbody is listed under one or mere of                      f~l

these columns to indicate its water quality.

6. Total Size The total size of each waterbody measured in the units shown below. Where other units are used, they are

indicated.

Type of WaterB(xJy Unit__s

Bays and Harbor Acres
Estuaries Acres

Ground Water Square miles

Lakes and Reservoirs Acres
Oceans and Open Bays Miles
Rivers and Streams Miles
Saline Lakes Acres

Wetlands Acres



7. Fact Sheet This column indicates whether a fact sheet (a State Board management tool) has been prepared. Fact ~heets

have been created for waterbodies classified as impaired, or if the waterbody is of high priority.

8. Problem Descrlption/Co~ments "Problem Description/Comments" has been used to give a brief explanation of the reason for
particular classification.

9. Problem Source The problem source, for waterbodles with water quality problems, is either Point or Nonpoint or both.

10. Federal Lists Environmental Protection Agency lists required by various sections of the Clean Water Act. An X in the list

column indicates that the waterbody or a portion thereof appears on the indicated list.

131.11 Segments which may be affected by toxic pollutants, or segments with concentrations of toxic pollutants that

warrant concern.

303(d)                            List of Water Quality Limited Segments where numeric or narrative water quality objectives are not being                         ~"

maintained and/or where beneficial uses are not fully protected after application of Best Available                              ~"

Treatment/Best Control Technology (BAT/BCT).

304(M) So-called "mlni-list" of waters not meeting State adopted numeric water quality objectives due to toxic

sources after implementation of BAT/BCT.

304(S) So-called "short-list" of waters not achieving water quality standards due to point source discharges of

toxic pollutants after implementation of BAT/BCT.

304(L) So-called "long-list" of waters designated as impaired because narrative or numeric objectives are violated

or beneficial uses are impaired similar to CWA Section 303(d).

314 A llst of lake priorities for restoration.

319 A list of impaired surface waterbodies fr~ nonpoint source problems due to both toxic and nontoxic

pollutants.



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATERC~JALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date :

Region 1
Bays and Harbors                                                                                                                  Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua[ity Condition . 3 ~ ~ ~ ~ 9
Hydro Inter_.___~ Total Fac.___~t 1

~ateF Boo, Nan,. Unit # Good I11ed~ate~moair~Unknotm Size Units Sheet Prob[e~NeedDescription Prob[em Source 1D M S L

ARCATA BAY 110.00 0 8500 0 0 8500 AC Yes POINT AND NON-POINT SOURCE DISCHARGES
HAVE IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES. OUALITY
OF BAY IS INTERMEDIATE, NOT IMPA[REO.

BODEGA BAY 115.00 5000 0 0 0 5000 AC Yes     POINT AND NON-POINT SOURCE DISCHARGES .......
THREATEN BENEFICIAL USES.

BOOEGA HARBOR 115.20 340 0 0 0 340    AC Yes NONPOINT SOURCE DISCHARGES FROH RUNOFF ........
SPILLS AND NPS DISCHARGE FRON FISHING
INDUSTRY.

CRESCENT CITY HARBOR    103.11 364 0 0 0 38~    AC .......

HUHBOLDT BAY 110.00 0 8000 0 0 8000 AC     Yes POINT AND NON-POINT SOURCE DISCHARGES
HAVE IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES. QUALITY
IS INTERMEDIATE, NOT IMPAIRED.

HLI~BOLOT BAY - 110.00 0 1900 0 0 1900 AC Yes POINT AND NONPOINT SOURCE DISCHARGES

CENTRAL HAVE IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES. gUALITY

IS INTERMEDIATE, NOT IMPAIRED.

HUHBOLDT BAY - NORTH 110.00 0 1300 0 0 1300 AC Yes    POINT AND NONPOINT SOURCE DISCHARGES .......
HAVE IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES. OUALITY
IS INTERMEDIATE, NOT IMPAIRED.

HURBOLDT BAY - SOUTH 110.00 0 4600 0 0 4600 AC Yes POINT AND NONPOINT SOURCE DISCHARGES
HAVE IMPACTED BENEF]CIAL USES. OUALITY
IS INTERMEDIATE, NOT IMPAIRED.

Page
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATER OUALITY ASSESSIqENT Report Date : 0~/08/92

Region ~ "
Estuaries Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 6 6 6 6 9

Water Bod~ Name Unit # Good med|lte ]~ired Unknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbtemSource 1D R S L

ALBION RIVER DELTA 113.40 0 0 0 128 128 AC .......

ALDER CREEK ESTUARY 113.63 0 0 0 9 9 AC .......

BEAR HARBOR ESTUARY 113.11 0 0 0 2 2 AC .......

BIG LAGOON 108.10 0 0 0 1220 1220 AC .......

BiG RIVER DELTA 113.30 0 0 0 215 215 AC .......

BIG SALNON CREEK 113.40 0 0 0 9 9 AC .......
ESTUARY

BOOEGA HARBOR                   115.20 616 0 0 0 416 AC .......
WETLAND

BRUSH CREEK ESTUARY 113.6/, 0 0 0 2 2 AC .......

CASPER CREEK ESTUARY 113.20 0 0 0 13 13 AC .......

CLARK’S SLOUGH 110.00 0 1 0 0 1 AC .......

CLEON LAKE ~ETLAND 113.20 0 0 0 32 32 AC .......

COTTONEVA CREEK 113.12 0 0 0 16 16 AC .......
ESTUARY

CRESCENT CiTY HAR]NE 103.11 0 0 0 100 100 AC .......

DEAD LAKE I~ETLAND     103.11 0 0 0 50 50 AC .......

DRY LAGOON 108.10 0 0 0 80 80 AC .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOU~,CES CONTROL BOARD I~gZMATERQUALITY ASSESSRENT Report Date : 0~/08/~

Region 1
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 344449
Hydro Inter- Total Fa¢__t 1

Wtter Body Name Unit # Good ~l_l_~Unkno~m Siz__.~e Units Sheet Prob[em/,NeedDa$cription ProbLe~Source 1D # $ L

EEL RIVER DELTA 111.11 0 0 0 6350 6350 AC .......

EEL RIVER ESTUARY 111.11 0 0 0 9600 9600 AC Yes Sedimentation .... X . .
Threat of fish ImpUtation clec[ine

~
Threat of sedimentation

I
ELK CREEK ESTUARY 113.62 0 0 0 17 17 AC .......

ESTERO AHERICANO 115.30 322 0 370 O 692 AC Yes SEDIHENTATIONe LO~ DISSOLVED OXYGEN AND ¯ X . . X . X
H[GH AI~4ONIA LEVELS FRO$1NPS D[SCHARGES
HAVE IMPAIRED FISH AND UILDLIFE HABITAT

0’) ESTERO DE SAN 115o~0 6~ 0 255 O 319 AC Yes SED]HENTATIOfl, LO~DISSOLVED OXYGEN AND . X . . X . X

~ ANTONIO H[GH A!~(]fl[A LEVELS FRONNPS DISCHARGES
HAVE INPAIRED F[SH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT

EUREKA SLOUGH 110.00 0 0 0 4 4 AC .......

FRESHt~ATER LAGOON 108.10 245 0 0 0 245 AC .......

GARCIA RIVER DELTA 113.70 0 0 0 26~ 264 AC .......

GREENb~O00 CREEK 113.61 0 0 0 14 14 AC .......
ESTUARY

GUALALA R[VER DELTA 113.80 0 0 0 20 20 AC .......

HARDY CREEK ESTUARY 113.12 0 0 0 6 6 AC .......

HATHAWAY CREEK 113.70 0 0 0 80 80 AC .......
ESTUARY



STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06108192

Region I -
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federal Lists

1
3333333
1 0 0 0 0 1 1

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac_.__~t 1

~mter Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~moa~redUnkno~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Probte~ ~ource     1D H S ~

HUHBOLDT BAY H~R 110.00 0 0 0 115 115 AC EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X , .

HUNTERS LAGOON 113.6~ 0 0 0 86 86 AC .......

INGLENOOK CREEK 113.20 0 0 0 5 5 AC .......
ESTUARY

INGLENOOK FEN 113.20 0 0 0 2 2 AC .......

JACKASS CREEK 113.11 0 0 0 3 3 AC .......
ESTUARY

KLANATH RIVER DELTA 105.11 0 0 0 400 400 AC .......

KLANATH RIVER 105.11 0 0 0 400 400 AC Yes Sedimentation .... X . .
ESTUARY Threat of fish population decline

Threat of sedimentatio~

LAGUNA CREEK HARSH 113.~ 0 0 0 20 20 AC .......

LAKE EARL 103.11 2521 0 0 0 2521 AC .......

LAKE EARL ~ETLAND 103.11 0 0 0 2290 22~0 AC .......

LAKE TALAWA 103.11 0 0 0 270 270 AC .......

LITTLE RIVER ESTUARY 108.20 0 0 0 2 2 AC .......

HAD RIVER ESTUARY 109.10 0 0 0 100 100 AC Yes Sedimentation .... X . .
Threat of fish population decline
Threat of sedimentation

Page



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992MATER QUALITY ASSESS~4ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

R~ion 1
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federa| L~sts

I
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 344449
Hydro Inter- Totat Fac._._~t I

Mater B~N~me Unit~ Go~ ~ned|ate~Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~N~Deacription pr~tmS~rce     I D N S l

NAD RIVER SLOUGH 100.00 0 0 0 450 450 AC .......

HATTOLE RIVER 112.30 0 0 0 175 175 AC EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
ESTUARY

~-)
NAVARRO RIVER DELTA 113.50 0 O O 20 20 AC .......

I NOYO RIVER ESTUARY 0 0 82 82 AC Yes Sedimentation ........113.20 0 ~..:
¯ -~ Threat of fish ~i~JLation �l~Lir~

Threat of sedimentation

"%1 PUDDING CREEK 113.20 0 0 0 58 58 AC .....
ESTUARY ~~

~a~ REDi~O0 CREEK DELTA 107.10 0 0 0 5 5 AC . ......

REDMO(X) CREEK 107.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
ESTUARY

RUSSIAN RIVER DELTA 114.11 100 0 0 0 100 AC .......

RUSSIAN RIVER 114.11 0 0 0 150 150 AC Yes Sedimentation .......
ESTUARY Threat of fish population dectine

Threat of sedimentation

SALHON CREEK LAGOON 115.10 0 0 0 40 40 AC .......

SANDHILL LAKE 113.20 0 0 0 25 25 AC .......
ESTUARY

SHITH RIVER DELTA 113.11 0 0 0 415 415 AC .......



STATE I~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 199;) ~/ATER ~UALITY ASSESS)lENT Report Date : 0610819p

Region 1 "
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Fede~’a| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Qua|ity Condition . 344 4 4 9
Hydro l_nter- Tot a.___.~LL Fac._._~t 1

Ws1~er Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~__,~oaired Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Prob[e~ Source 1 D I~ S L

SI~ITH RIVER ESTUARY 103.11 415 0 0 0 ~,15 AC Yes Sedimentation .......
Threat of fish population decline
Threat of sedimentation

STONE LAGO~ 108.10 0 0 0 521 521 AC .......

TEN NILE RIVER DELTA 113.13 0 0 0 109 109 AC ....... U’)

USAL CREEK ESTUARY 113.11 0 0 0 10 10 AC .......

I
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STATE WATER RESCXJRCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATERQUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Reg|o~ 1
Ground Water                                                                                                                      Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 6 9

Hvdr~ Inter- Tota.___~t Fac____~t I

~ster Body Name Unit # ~ood mediateln~airedUnknoun Size Units Sheet probtem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 1D N S ~

ALEXANDER VALLEY 22 0 1 0 23 SQM! Yes WATER t~LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
AREA UNDERGROUND TANKS

FUEL RELEASES

ANDERSON VALLEY 4 0 1 0 5 SQM! Yes WATER ~ELLS ARE INPAIRED BY LEAKING .......
i~) UNDERGROUND TANKS

J ANNAPOLIS OHLSON 9 0 1 0 10 SQMI Yes WATER ~LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
"~ RANCH UNDERGROUND TANKS

BI6 LAGOON AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SONI

O~ BIG RIVER VALLEY 4 0 1 0 5 SQ~I Yes WATER ~LLS ARE IMPAIRED BY SPILLS OR .......
LEAKING UNDERGROUND TANKS.

--~ BOOEGA BAY AREA 4 0 1 0 5 SQN! Yes WATER ~£LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGRiXtND TANKS

BRANSCO~BTOk~AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SQ~I .......

BRAY T(7,IN AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SQ~I .......

BUTTE VALLEY 0 0 O 480 480 SQ~I .......

CLOVERDALE AREA 8 0 1 0 9 SQ~I Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS
VOCs, METALS, CHLOROPHENOLS AND FUEL

COTTONEVA CREEK 0 0 0 5 5 SQHI .......
VALLEY

DIMSMORES TOWN AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI .......

Page7
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER OUALITY ASSESS4~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1

Ground Water                                                                                                                Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water quality Condition . 3444 49
HYdro Inter- Total Fac.__.~t 1

W,ater Body Name Unft~ Good reed{ate ~ Unkr~n Size Units Sheet ProbLe~Meed Description Probte~ Source 1 p N $ L

EDEN VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SGI4I .......

EEL RIVER VALLEY 119 0 1 0 120 SONI Yes WATER MELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS AND SPILLS

EUREKA PLAIN 59 0 1 0 60 SOfll Yes I~ATER k~LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS;FUEL/VOC/NETAL SPILLS/ U’)
gOOD TREATENENT CHEI4ICALS/VOC FRON LANDF f~)

FAIRCHILD SWARP 0 0 0 5 5 SG$tX ....... r~
VALLEY

~

FORT BRAGG TERRACE 23 0 1 0 24 SgNI Yes ~ATER I~LLS ARE II@AIRED AND THREATENED ....... ~’-
BY LEAKING UNDERGROUND TANKS AND FALLING ~AREA
SEPTIC SYSTEI4S                                                                              (~

6ARBERVILLE TOMQ 4 0 1 0 5 SOftl Yes WATER ELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
AREA UNDERGROUND TANKS

AND FUEL RELEASES

6ARCIA RIVER AREA 0 0 0 5 5 Sgftl .......

GRAVELLY VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 S~II .......

GUALALA R]VER VALLEY 4 0 1 0 5 SOfll Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS
AND FUEL RELEASES.

HAPPY CA~IP TCY~I AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SOfll .......

HAYFORK VALLEY 0 O 0 6 6 SQI~! .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1
GroundWater                                                                                                                      Federal L~sts

3333333
1000011

W~ter Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro ~ Tota__._L Fac___~t 1
WateF.~.ody~ame Unit___._~# Good ~l~redUnkno~n S{ze Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescriptfon Probte~Sou~ce     1D N S L

HEALDSSURG AREA 26 0 1 0 27 Sl;~ll Yes WATER WELLS ARE INPAIRED BY LEAKING
UNDERGROUND TANKS
VOCa, NETALS, AND FUEL RELEASES

HETTENSHAW VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI

i HONEYDEW TO~I AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI .......

"~ HOOPA VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI .......

NYANPOM VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI .......

O~ KENN~OO VALLEY 0 0 0 6 6 S~4I .......

tJ1 KLAVATN RIVER VALLEY 0 0 0 720 720 S~I .......

KNIGHTS VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 S~iI .......

LARABEE VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQMI .......

LAYTONVILLE VALLEY 0 0 0 12 12 Sgfll .......

LEGGETT AREA 1 0 1 0 2 SQMI Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS

AND FUEL RELEASES

LITTLE LAKE VALLEY 16 0 1 0 17 SQ~! Yes WATER !~ELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANK5
AND FUEL RELEASES

LITTLE VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQflI ..... ~ .

Page 9 I

I- z°- m:lo                                                                                                                                      I
c~



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1 -
GroundWater                                                                                                                      Federal List~

I
3333333
1000011

Nater Ouatity Condition . 34444 9
Hydro Inter- Totat Fac___~t 1

Namer Body Name Unit# Good mediate~mDa~r~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1

LO~R KLAHATH RIVER 0 0 0 12 12 SQMI .......
VALLEY

LCE4ER LAYTONVILLE 0 0 0 5 5 SQHI .......

LOWER RUSSIAN RIVER 8 0 1 0 9 SeMI Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING ....... ~"
VALLEY UNDERGROUND TANKS

RELATED TO FUEL RELEASES

HAD RIVER VALLEY 59 0 1 0 60 SQHI Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UI¢DERGROUND TANKS AND WOO0 TREATEMENT CH
EMICALS

NATTOLE RIVER VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 Sgf41 .......

MCDO~ELL VALLEY 0 0 0 3 3 SgHl .......

NO00C PLATEAU PVA 0 0 0 3000 3000 SQHI Yes THREAT TO DRINKING WATER FROM .......
CO~TAHINATION RELATED TO VOCs, METALS,
AND FUEL RELEASES

HO00C PLATEAU RVA 999 0 1 0 1000 SQHI Yes WATER WELLS ARE IMPAIRED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS

NAVARRO RIVER VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SQH1 .......

PEPPERk~)O0 TOWN AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SQ~I .......

POTTER VALLEY 0 0 0 13 13 SQHI .......

PRAIRIE CREEK AREA 0 0 0 40 40 SeMI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATERGUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1
Grour~Water                                                                                                                      Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua[ity Condition . 344449
Hydro ~ Tota_._._~t Fact: I

Water Body Name      Unit # ~ mediste~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probiem/NeedDescription pr.obt,e~Source 1D M S L

RED ROCK VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 StiR!~ .......

REDWOUO CREEK VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SOfll .......

RINCON VALLEY 0 0 0 4 4 SONI .......

RQUND VALLEY 0 0 0 23 23 SON] .......

SANEL VALLEY 0 0 0 11 11 SONI .......

SANTA ROSA PLAINS 91 0 5 0 96 SC~II Yes WATER t~LLS ARE IMPAIRED BY SPILLS, LEAK .......
ING UNDERGROUND TANKS AND FAILING SEPTIC
SYSTEMS

SCOTT RIVER VALLEY 0 0 0 80 80 SONI .......

SEIAD VALLEY ~ 0 1 0 5 SONI Yes WATER WELLS ARE IMPAIRED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS
AND FUEL RELEASES

SHASTA VALLEY 339 0 1 0 340 SON[ Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY SPILLS, .......
LEAKS AND UNDERGROUND TANKS
METALS, AND FUEL RELEASES

SHERt~3OD VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SOMI ..... ~ .

SMITH RIVER PLAIN 0 50 20 O 70 SONI Yes WATER i~LLS ARE IMPAIRED BY SPILL LEAKIN .......
G UNDERGROUND TANKS AND AGRICULTURAL
CHEMICALS

TEN MILE RIVER 0 0 0 5 5 SONI .......
VALLEY

Page 11
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARO 1992WATERQUAL[TY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region
Ground Water                                                                                                                      Federa~ Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Oua|ity Condition o 366669
Hydro |nter: Tota_.___~[[ Fac__~t 1

~a~er ~odyName Unit_..___~ Good mediate]n~a~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probten~/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D

U~|AH VALLEY 15 0 1 0 16 SON! Yes WATER ~LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAK|NG .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS
VOCs, CHRO!4IU~I, AND FUEL RELEASES

k~AVERVILLE AREA 1 0 1 0 2 SOl41 Yes WATER ~LLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS
VOCS, METALS, AND FUEL RELEASES                                                                          14)

WEOTT TOWN AREA 0 0 0 5 5 SON] .......

W[LLIAHS VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 SON[ .......

WINDSOR AREA 1 0 1 0 2 SQNI Yes WATER WELLS ARE THREATENED BY LEAKING .......
UNDERGROUND TANKS I
VOCs. METALS, AND FUEL RELEASES I
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992NATER~JALITY ASSESS~IENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region
Lakes end Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

3333333
10O0011

~ster QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro ~ Tota____~L Fac___~t 1

Nater SodyNe,~ Unit# Good ~~Unknow~. Size Unit~ Sheet probLem/Need Description ProbLe~Source 1D N S L

BIG ELK LAKE 105.22 0 0 0 15 15 AC .......

BUCK LAKE 105.31 0 0 0 5 5 AC .......

CANYON CREEK LAKES 106.15 0 0 0 30 30 AC .......

CLEAR LAKE RESERVOIR 105.93 0 0 0 24805 24805 AC Yes INSUFFICIENT DATA TO JUSTIFY LISTING AT .......
THIS TINE

COI~CO LAKE 105.38 0 0 0 998 996 AC .......

CUDDIHY LAKES (SN) 105.22 0 0 0 7 7 AC .......

DEVILS PUNCHBO~L 105.31 0 0 0 15 15 AC

ENING RESERVOIR 106.25 0 0 0 32 32 AC .......

GRANITE LAKE 106.40 0 0 0 18 18 AC .......

INDIAN TON LAKE 105.91 0 0 0 480 480 AC .......

IRON GATE RESERVOIR 105.37 0 0 0 1020 1020 AC .......

JUANITA LAKE 105.81 55 0 0 0 55 AC .......

KLANATH LAKE SUI~P 105.91 0 0 0 16600 16600 AC .......

LAKE NENDOCINO 114.32 1960 0 0 0 1960 AC Yes DATA INDICATES NATER QUALITY .... X . .
CLASSIFICATION IS GOOD.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

LAKE PILLSBURY 111.63 0 0 0 2280 2280 AC EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .
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STATE WATER RES~RCES C~TROL B~RD 1~2 ~TER ~ALITY ASSES~ENT                       Report Date : ~/~/9Z

Regi~ 1 .
Lakes a~ Reservoirs

Feclera| Lists
1
3333333

~ater Ouatity Conditi~                                                                                   1 0 0 0 0 1 1
~ Inter- Total, Fac...._~t

~ater pody Name Unit# Good mediate ~ Unk~.._____~.~ Siz.._~e Unit_.._~s Shee___~ ProbLe~/Ne~ Descripti~ Pr~[~ S~rce ~, D ~ $ L
LAKE RALPH]NE 114.22 26 0 0 0 26

LAKE SHASTINA 105.50 1850 0 0 0 1850 AC

LAKE SONORA 114.24 3600 0 0 0 ~0 AC

LE~]ST~ LAKE 1~.�0 610 0 0 0 610 AC

LITTLE S~TH F~K 105.2~ 0 0 0 10 10 AC

L~G ~LCH LAKE 105.2A 0 0 0 8 8 AC

L~T LAKE (2) 105.22 0 0 0 8 8 AC

L~R ~]GHT LAKE 105.~1 0 0 0 22 22 AC

NEISS LAKE 105.81 ~000 0 0 0 AO00 AC

P]~YUNE LAKE I~.AO 0 0 0 15 15 AC

RUTH LAKE I~.AO 11~ 0 0 0 1178 AC

SPRING LAKE 11A.22 0 0 0 15A 15~ AC

ST~DARD LA[E 1~.�0 0 0 0 ~2 ~2 AC

SU~R PINE LAKE 1~.~0 0 0 0 7 7 AC

TRINITY LAKE l~.&O 1~00 0 0 0 1~00 AC

TULE LAKE S~P 105.92 0 0 0 12;16 12;16 AC     Yes

Page



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Hydro inter- Tota.__._~l Fact I

Water B~Nar~ Unit ~ G~ ~imte IL~r~Unk~ Size Units Sheet    Pr~[~N~Descnipti~ Pr~|e~S~rce     I D M $ L

VAN AR~ALE 111.63 0 0 0     163      163 AC .......
RESERVOIR
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1
Rivers and Stream                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter.___.~ Tota____~[ Fac__._~t 1
Water B,odyName Unit# Good med|at._~e~mpair~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescription Prob[e~Source     1D M S L

AH PAH CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 4 4 MI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

ALBIOM RIVER 113.40 0 14 0 0 14 MI Yes SEDIMENTATION FROM NATURAL AND IgJMAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

C)
i ANERICANO CREEK 115.30 0 0 7 0 7 MI Yes SEDIMENTATION, LO~ DISSOLVED OXYGEN AND . X . . X . X

HIGH .AMMOMIA LEVELS FROM NPS DISCHARGES
"~ HAVE IMPAIRED FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT

APPLEGATE R]VER. 102.30 0 0 0 14 14 MI .......
MIDDLE FORK

ATASCADERO CREEK 114.11 0 7 0 0 7 M! .......

’-’~’ BARKER CREEK 106.25 0 0 0 6 6 MI .......

BARLO~ CREEK 114.11 1 0 0 0 1 MI Yea ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS SUCCESSFUL ..... X . .
DISCHARGE ELIM]NATED.
EPA 304(L) L[STED,

BEAR CREEK 112,30 0 0 0 19 19 M! .......

BEAR RIVER 112.20 0 25 0 0 25 M[ Yes DATA INDICATE QUALITY IS INTERMEDIATE ........
L[STING NOT NEEDED AT THIS TIME

BEAUGHTON CREEK 105.50 2 0 4 0 6 H] Yes    FISHERY HABITAT IMPAIRED DUE TO . X . . X . ,
INDUSTRIAL WASTE DISCHARGES. REMEDIAL
ACT]OtiS UNDERWAY.

BEAVER CREEK 105.35 0 0 0 8 8 M[ .......
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STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region .1 "
Rivers and Strems                                                                                                                Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Hater guatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ Inter_____: Total Fact: 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknot3. Size Units Sheet Probte~/Need Description ProbLem Source     1D N S ~

BIG CREEK (TRIB. TO 106.22 0 0 0 5 5 N! EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .
TRINITY SOUTH FORK)

BIG RIVER 113.30 0 40 0 0 40 HI Yes SEDINENTATION FROt! NATURAL AND HUI~AN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS INPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

BIG SALHON CREEK 113.40 0 0 0 12 12 HI EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X , .

B%6 SULFER CREEK 114.26 18 0 0 0 18 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X , .

BLACK BUTTE RIVER 111.73 0 0 0 25 25 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X , .

BLUE CREEK 105.11 22 0 0 0 22 NI .......

BLUE WATERHOLE CREEK 113.70 0 4 0 0 ~ HI .......

BOHEH%AN CREEK 114.11 0 1 0 0 1 HI .......

BROMNS CREEK 106.31 0 0 0 21 21 HI EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X , .

BRUSH CREEK 113.6~ 0 0 0 12 12 HI .......

BUCKEYE CREEK 113.83 0 15 0 0 15 HI .......

BULL CREEK 111.31 0 12 0 0 12 HI .......

BULLglNKLE CREEK 108.20 1 3 0 0 ~ HI .......

BUlkIER LAKE CREEK 103.13 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......

CAHPBELL CREEK 106.11 0 0 0 6 6 HI .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD I~2I~ATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~ 1
Rivers ~ Streams                                                                                                                 Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Dua[~,ty Condition o 344449
~ ~nter- Tota~ Fa¢.__~t 1

Wa~er 6od~N~me Un~t~ Goc~ It~-~liat~~Unkno~l Size Units Sheet Prob|e~NeedDescription PPob[emSo~r~e     1D H S L

CANNON CREEK 109.30 0 5 0 0 5 H! .......

CAPPELL CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 6 6 Hi EPA 30~(L) L[STED ..... X . .

CARR CREEK 106.25 0 0 0 6 6 H! .......

COFFEE CREEK 106.40 16 0 0 0 16 H[ .......

COLD CREEK 114.32 0 0 0 5 5 M] EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
(HENDOC]NO COUNTY)

COLD CREEK (TR]B. TO 106.25 0 0 0 3 3 H! EPA 3OZ,(L) L]STED ..... X . .
SALT, THEN HAYFORK)

COLGAN CREEK 114.21 0 5 0 0 5 ~1 .......

COON CREEK 113.50 O Z 0 0 2 ~1 .......

COTTANEVA CREEK 113.12 0 5 0 0 5 H! EPA 3OZ,(L) L!STED ..... X . .

COTTOR~30D CREEK 105.36 0 0 0 15 15 H! EPA 304(L) L!STED ..... X . .
(TR[B. TO KLAHATH)

DEADUO00 CREEK 106.31 0 0 0 6 6 H! .......

DEAN CREEK 111.32 0 0 0 7

DRY CREEK 114.24 12 0 0 16 28    Hi .......

DUTCH B!LL CREEK 114.11 0 8 0 0 8    H! .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~
Rivers and streams                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__._.~[ Fact 1

~ater 8odyNa~e Unit.___~# Good mediatelm~air~Unkno~n Size ~nits Sheet Probie~NeedDescription Prob[e~$ource 1D N ~ ~

EEL RIVER 111.00 0    200       0      0 200 HI     Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL ANO HUMAN ....X . .
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

EEL R%VER, EAST 111.32 0 0 0 19 19 HI .......
BRANCH, SOUTH FORK

EEL RIVER, NIDDLE 111.70 0 0 0 6~ 6~    HI .......
FORK

EEL RIVER, NORTH 111.50 0 0 0 41 41 HI .......
FORK

EEL RIVER, SOUTH 111.30 0 85 0 0 85 Hl Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HIJ~AN .......
FORK SOURCES HAS IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES

ELDER CREEK 111.33 22 0 0 0 22 HI .......

ELK RIVER 110.00 0 17 0 0 17 HI .......

ESSEX GULCH 109.10 0 2 0 0 2 HI .......

ETNA CREEK 105.42 9 0 0 0 9 HI Yes EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .

FORSYTHE CREEK 114.33 0 0 0 15 15 HI EPA 504(L) LISTED ..... X . .

FRENCH CREEK 105.42 4 6 0 0 10 HI Yes EPA 304(L) LISTEO ..... X . .

FULLER CREEK 113.8~ 0 9 0 0 9 HI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06108192

Regi o~ 1
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Feclerat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater guality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_~[ Fac___~t I

Mater Body Neme Unit.__._~# Good mediate~Unknotm Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D M S L

GARCIA RIVER 113.70 0 39 0 0 39 H! Yes SED!HENTATION FR~I NATURAL AND HUI~AN .... X , .
SOURCES HAS IMPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

GARCIA RIVER, NORTH 113.70 0 7 0 0 7 HI .......

~ILBERT CREEK 101.00 0 0 0 S S m ePA 304 eL) LISTED ..... X..

GRASS VALLEY CREEK 106.31 0 14 0 0 14 H! Yes DATA INDICATE MATER ~UALITY .......
CLASS;FICAT~OM IS INTERMEDIATE. DOES
NOT RE~IIRE LISTING AT THIS TIldE

GRAY CREEK                          108.10 0 4 0 0 4 M! .......

GREEN VALLEY CREEK 114.11 0 5 0 0 5 M! EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

GREENI~X]O CREEK 113.61 0 15 0 0 15 M! EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .

GROUSE CREEK 106.21 0 22 0 0 22 M! .......

OUALALA RIVER 113.80 0 35 0 0 35 HI Yes SEDIMENTATION FROH NATURAL AND HUI~N .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IMPACTED BENEFIC%AL USES.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

HARDSCRABBLE CREEK 103.30 0 0 0 5 5

HARDY CREEK 113.12 0 0 0

HAYFORK CREEK 106.24 0 0 0     13 13 MI Yes    EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

H~GN PRAIRIE CREEK 105.11 0 4 0 0 4 H! EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
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STATE WATER RE£AXJRCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER ~UALITY ASSESSHENT Report Dste : 06/08/92

Reg|on 1.
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Hater OuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 6 6 9

~ Inter- Tota___~t Fac___~t 1
Water Bod~Hame Unit_.__~ Good mediate l~f~edUnkno~n Size Units .Sheet Prob[en~NeedDescriptio~ Prob|e~Source     1 0 H S L

HOADLEY GULCH 106.31 0 0 0 4 4 HI .......

HOLLOW TREE CREEK 111.32 0 19 0 0 19 H] EPA 30L,(L) L[STED ..... X . .

HOPPAW CREEK 105.11 0 5 0 0 S HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

HOSPITAL CREEK 106.11 0 0 0 3 3 HI .......

HUNTER CREEK 105.11 0 5 0 0 5 HI EPA 306(L) LISTED ..... X . .

ILLINOIS RIVER, EAST 102.20 0 0 0 9 9 HI .......
FORK

INDIAN CREEK 105.32 0 0 0 13 13 HI .......

INDIAN CREEK 106.31 0 0 0 12 12 HI .......

INNAN CREEK 113.70 0 5 0 0 5 HI .......

JACOeY CREEK 110.00 8 2 0 0 10 H! .......

JANES CREEK 110.00 0 3 0 0 3 H! .......

JEWETT CREEK 112.30 0 0 0 4 4 H[ .......

JOE CREEK 102.30 0 0 0 3 3 HI .......

JOHNSON CREEK (TRIB. 105.11 0 0 0 5 5 HI                EPA 304(L) L!STED ..... X . ¯
TO KLAHATH)

JOLLY G!ANT CREEK     110.00 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROLBOARD 1992WATERQUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06108192

Regi(~
Rivers and St~ems                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~l Fact I
Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate l~iredUnknmm Size Units Sheet Probte~VNeedDescription Probte~Source 1D N S L

JUAN CREEK 113.12 0 5 0 0 5 NI EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .

JUG HANDLE CREEK 113.20 0 0 0 5 5 HI .......

JULIAS CREEK 113.11 0 0 0 2 2 H% EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

KIDDER CREEK 105.42 0 16 0 0 16 HI     Yes DATA IND]CATE OAJALITY IS INTERHEDIATE ..... X . .
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

KLAHATH RIVER 105.00 0 126 0 0 126    HI Yes SEDINENTATION AND ELEVATED MATER .... X . .
TENPERATURES HAVE IMPACTED FISHERY
RESOURCES. EPA 304(L) LISTED.

KLANATH RIVER, LOklER 105.10 0 68 0 0 68 HI .......

KLAHATH RIVER, 105.30 0 16 0 0 16 HI .......
NIDDLE

LAGUNA DE SANTA ROSA 114.21 0 0 26 0 26 HI Yes LO~ DISSOLVED OXYGEN AND HIGH AHHONIA . X . . X . X
LEVEL DUE TO NPS DISCHARGES HAVE
IMPAIRED F[SH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT.

LARABEE CREEK 111.13 0 0 0 21 21 H[ .......

LEGGETT CREEK 111.32 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......

LINDSAY CREEK 109.10 0 7 0 0 7 HI .......

LITTLE GRASS VALLEY 106.31 0 6 0 0 6 HI .......
CREEK

LITTLE JUAN CREEK 113.12 0 0 0 3 3 HI EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~92 MATER OAJALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/08/92

Region ~
R|vers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota____~( Fac___~t 1
~ater Bod~Na~e Unit # Good mediatelmoaJredUnknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source     1D N S ~ ,

LITTLE RIVER 108.20 0 0 0 17 17 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FROH NATURAL AND HUHAN .......
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES

LITTLE SHASTA RIVER 105.50 0 0 0 25 25 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

LOST RIVER 105.93 0 26 0 0 26 HI Yes DATA INDICATE THAT ~ATER gUALITY ....... ~0

CLASSIF]CATION IS INTERHEDIATE. LISTING                                          f~)
NOT REQUIRED AT THIS TIHE.

LUFFENHOLTZ CREEK 108.10 0 0 0 1 1 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . . j~.

HAD RIVER 109.00 0 90 0 0 90 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HUI~N .... X . . 0

SOURCES HAS INPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.                                                 ~._
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.                                                                    j

HAPLE CREEK 108.10 0 0 0 16 16 HI ....... 0

HARK k~EST CREEK 114.23 0 18 0 0 18 HI EPA 306(L) LISTED ..... X . .

HATTOLE RIVER 112.30 0 56 0 0 56 HI Yes SEDINENTATION FRQH NATURAL AND HUtlAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

HCGARVEY CREEK 105.11 0 6 0 0 6 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

HILL CREEK (DEL 103.13 0 0 0 12 12 HI .......
NORTE COUNTY)

HILL CREEK (TRIB. TO 105.41 0 0 0 8 8 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
SCOTT, SISKIYOU CO)

HILL CREEK 108.10 0 0 0 3 3 H! EPA 306(L) LISTED ..... X . .
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992~ATER CK/ALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

I
3333333
1000011

~ater OuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1

Water Body Narne Unftde Gooc~ mediate~__m!~iredUnknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description ProbLem~ource 1D H S L
(TRINIDAD, HUHBOLDT
COUNTY)

HOFFETT CREEK 105.42 0 21 0 0 21 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

I~)REK CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 4 4 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

i RO~RISON CREEK 103.11 0 0 0 3 3 HI .......

"~ HULE CREEK 106.40 0 0 0 4 4 HI .......

HYNOT CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 3 3 MI .......

�~) NAVARRO RIVER 115.50 0 25 0 0 25 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FROM NATURAL AND HUMAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS INPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 3OR(L) LISTED.

NEW RIVER 106.14 25 0 0 0 25 HI .......

NOISY CREEK 107.30 0 0 0 10 10 HI .......

NOYO RIVER 113.20 0 35 0 0 35 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HUHAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS INPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

NOYO RIVER, LITTLE 113.20 0 6 0 0 6 H! .......
NORTH FORK

OIdAGAR CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 3 3 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED. . . . . X . .

OUTLET CREEK 111.61 0 0 0 30 30 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

PANTHER CREEK 107.20 0 4 0 0 ~ HI .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER ~UALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date = 06/08/92

Region 1 .

Rivers and Strem FecleraL Lists
1
3333333
1000011

~ater Ouality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact I

Qater B~ N~ Unit # G~ ~imte~iredUnkno~m Size Units Sheet Pr~l~NeedDescription Pr~le~1S~rce      I D H S L

PATRICK CREEK 109.10 0 2 0 0 2 HI .......

PEACOCK CREEK (TRIB. 103.11 0 0 0 3 3 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
TO SNITH)

PEC~AN CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 10 10 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

PELLETREAU CREEK 106.22 0 0 0 7 7 HI EPA 304(L) LXSTED ..... X . .

PHILPOT CREEK 106.25 0 0 0 5 5 HI .......

PINER CREEK 114.22 1 3 0 0 4 HI .......

POISO~ GULCH 106.15 0 0 0 2 2 HI .......

POST CREEK 106.23 0 0 0 5 5 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

POTATO PATCH CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 6 6 HI .......

RATTLESNAKE CREEK I~.23 0 0 0 9 9 HI .......

REDQJ(XX) CREEK 107.00 0 63 0 0 63 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HUHAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

REDQIO00 CREEK (NOYO 113.20 0 4 0 0 4 HI .... X . .
TRIB.)

RICHARDSON CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 5 5 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

ROCKPILE CREEK 113.82 0 25 0 0 25 HI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Feders[ Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
HYdro Inter- Tota.____~[ Fact 1

W~ter Body Name Un|t____~ Good mediat~l__l~Unknotm Size Units Sheet Prob[em/NeedDescriptio~ Proble~Source     1 ~ H,S L

ROSELAND CREEK 114.21 0 5 0 0 5 H! .......

ROWDY CREEK 103.12 0 0 0 12 12 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

RUSH CREEK 106.31 0 0 0 14 14

I RUSSIAN RIVER 114.10 105 0 0 0 105 HI Yes WATER DIVERSIOflS, POINT AND NON-POINT .... X . .
..~ SOURCE DISCHARGES HAVE IHPACTED

BENEFICIAL USES. EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

"~1 RUSSIAN RIVER, EAST 114.32 11 0 0 0 11 HI .......
FORK

~ RUSSIAN RIVER, LOWER 114.11 30 0 0 0 30 HI .......

"~ SALNOfl RIVER 105.20 46 0 0 0 46 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION AND ELEVATED WATER .......
TEHPERATURES HAVE ]HPACTED FISHERY
RESOURCES

SALT CREEK (TRIB. TO 106.25 0 0 0 20 20 NI EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .
HAYFORK)

SALT RIVER 111.11 0 0 0 6 8 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

SANTA ROSA CREEK 114.22 5 11 0 0 16 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X .

SAUGAP CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 2 2 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

SCOTT RIVER 105.40 0 68 0 0 68 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HUNAN .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA ]04(L) LISTED.

--,,1°’~
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATER (;AJALITY ASSESSHENT RepoPt Dste : 0~/08/92

Region 1 "
Rivers and Stre~a~                                                                                                                Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition , 344449
~ Inter- Tots_____L Fac__~t 1

Water ~odyName Unit # Good mediste~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~VNeedDescription ProbtemSource     10 N S L

SHACKLEFORD CREEK 105.42 0 0 0 15 15 Hl EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
(TRIB. TO SCOTT)

SHASTA RIVER 105.50 0 22 30 0 52 HI Yes WATER DIVERS]ONS AND NON-POINT SOURCE ....X . X
DISCHARGES HAVE IHPACTED FISHERY
RESOURCES. EPA 304(L) LISTED.

SHITH RIVER 103.00 50 0 0 0 50 HI Yes NON-POINT SOURCE DISCHARGES THREATEN ....X . .
BENEFICIAL USES. QUALITY IS UNKNOI~I.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.                                                               J~.

STEHPLE CREEK 115.40 0 0 17 0 17 HI Yes SEDINENTATION, LO~ DISSOLVED OXYGEN AND . X . . X . X
H]GH AleIONIA LEVELS FRON NPS DISCHARGES ,
HAVE IHPAIRED FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT I

~v~lIT CREEK 106.25 0 0 0 3 3 HI .......

SUN VALLEY CREEK 110.00 0 1 0 0 1 HI .......

SUPPLY CREEK 106.11 0 0 0 8 8 HI .......

SWIFT CREEK 106.40 0 0 0 14 1~ HI .......

TARUP CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 4 4 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

TECTAH CREEK 105.11 0 10 0 0 10 HI .......

TEN HILE RIVER 113.13 0 10 0 0 10 HI .......

TISH TANG CREEK 106.11 0 0 0 10 10 HI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~ 1
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 ~ ~ 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact: 1

Mater Body Na~e Unit # Good mediate~rr~afredUnknotm Size Units Sheet Probtef~NeedDescription Probte~Source I D R S L

TONKI CREEK 111.62 0 18 0 0 18 HI Yes DATA INDICATE THAT THE MATER QUALITY .... X . .
CLASSIFICATION IS INTERREDIATE.
EPA 304(L] LISTED.

TRAPMA¥ GULCH 113.50 0 2 0 0 2 HI .......

TRINITY RIVER 106.00 60 110 0 0 170 HI Yes    FLO~DIVERSIONS AND SEDIHENTATION HAVE X
IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 30~(L) LISTED.

TRINITY RIVER, EAST 106.23 0 0 0 8 8
FORK, SOUTH FORK

TRINITY RIVER, LOt~ER 106.11 0 30 0 0 30 HI .......

TRINITY RIVER, SOUTH 106.20 0 0 0 80 80 Hi Yes SEDINENTATION FRON NATURAL AND NUHAN .... X . .
FORK ~URCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.

EPA 304(L) LISTED.

TURMAR CREEK 105.11 0 11 0 0 11 HI .......

USAL CREEK 113.11 0 6 0 0 6 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED. . . . . X . .

VAN DUZEN RIVER 111.20 0 63 0 0 63 HI Yes SEDIHENTATION FRON NATURAL AND HU~N .... X . .
SOURCES HAS IHPACTED BENEFICIAL USES.
EPA 304(L) LISTED.

MAUKEL CREEK 105.11 0 0 0 4 4 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

MEAVER CREEK 106.32 13 0 0 0 13 HI .......

MILDCAT CREEK (TRIB. 111.32 0 0 0 4 4 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . ¯
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STATE I~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 t~ATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region t "
R~vers end Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater QuaLity, Condition . 3 4 4 ~ 4 9
1Hydro Inter- Total Fac___~t

~ater Body N.a~. Unft # Good mediateirr~airedUnknow~ Siz__e Unit..._.~s Shee.__.~t ProbLem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source I D N S L

TO EEL)

WILLOMCREEK 10~.12 0 11 0 0 11 HI Yes Sedimentation .... X . .
F~shpopu|et~on decline
Threat of drinking water impa|rme~t

~ILSOI~ CREEK 103.50 0 8 0 0 8 HI .......

~INCHESTER CREEK 108.20 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......

~INCHUCK RIVER 101.00 0 0 0 8 8 HI .......

~INDSO~ CREEK 114.23 0 0 0 10 10 H! EPA 30~(L) LISTED ..... X . .

YREKA CREEK 105.50 0 0 0 12 12 HI EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . . ~’-
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~UALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 1

VetLancls                                                                                                                          Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water QLmLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Total Fac___~t 1
Water BodyName Unit # Good mediate~Unknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedOescription Probte~Source     ~ D N S L

BUTTE VALLEY ~ETLAND 105.81 0 0 0 3000 3000 AC

CLEAR LAK~,P.F~ERVO[R 105..93 .~0~.~,._,.0 .... ,,.~,,~1890. 1890.-AC
NWR

LAGUNA DE SANTA ROSA 114.21 0 0 0 0 0 AC .......
WETLANDS

LO~ER KLAHATH NWR 105.91 0 0 0 9345 9345 AC EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .

TULE LAKE NI,/R 105.92 0 0 0 3825 3825 AC EPA 304(L) LISTED ..... X . .
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTR~BOARD 1992WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/~/92

Region 2
N/A                                                                                                                               Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quat~ty Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact I

gater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelIm)a~r~Unknown Size Units Sheet problem/NeedDescriptio~ Problem Source 1 D M S L

ALAMO CANAL 204.302 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ARROYO CORTE MADERA 0 0 0 0 0 .......
DEL PRES]DO

ARROYO HONDO 0 0 0 0 0 .......

I
..~ ARROYO MOCHO 204.302 0 0 0 0 0 old septic systems Non-Point .......

~ CAMPBELL PERCOLATION 0 0 0 0 0 .......
"~1 POND

I~)NTEZU~A SLOUGH 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PACHECO POND 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SU]SUN SLOUGH 0 0 0 0 0 .......

~
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2 "

Bays and Harbors Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

gater QuaLity Condition . 3 ~ ~ ~ ~ 9
ffydro Inter- Total Fac___~t 1

gater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~Unknotm Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description ProbLem Source 1 0

CARQU]NEZ STRA[T 207.10 0 0 6560 0 6560 Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

PEYTON SLOUGH 207.10 0 0 1 0 1 Yes NetaLs exceed shaLLow water effluent Point X X . X X . .
Limits. f~.

RICHARDSON BAY 203.13 0 0 2560 0 2560 Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X I~.

ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs                                                          I~.

BAN FRANCISCO BAY, 203.12 0 0 67700 0 67700 SON] Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . . X , X
CENTRAL ELevated fish tissue LeveLs

ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs ~’-
I

SAN FRANCISCO BAY, 204.10 0 0 79900 0 79900 Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X
LO~JER ELevated fish tissue LeveLs

ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

SAN FRANC]SCO BAY, 205.10 0 0 24500 0 24500 AC Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . X X . X
SOUTH ELevated fish tissue LeveLs

ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

SAN PABLO BAY 206.10 0 0 71300 0 71300 Yes     Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

SU]SUN BAY 207.10 0 0 25000 0 25000 Yes Fish population decline Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08192

Region 2
Bays and Harbors                                                                                                                  Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

k~ater Quatity Condition . 3 4. 4 4. & 9
Hydro Inter- Total. Fac.___~t 1

Water Bou~ Name Unit # Good mediate ~mpa~r~ Unknown    Size Units Sheet    Probte~VNeed Description Prob|e~ Source 1 0 14 S L

TO, ALES BAY 201.11 0 0 7820 0 7820 AC Yes Fish population decline Non-Point X X . . X . X
Spawnin9 impairment
Cotiform, She[ [fish harvest closure.

Page 34

II



STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region
Estuaries Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 6 9
H__ydro Inter- Tota__.~[ Fac___~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate l_._~_~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 10 N S L

ABBOTTS LAGOON 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BAIR ISLAND 0 0 0 960 960 Yes .......

BOLINAS LAGOON 0 0 0 0 0 AC .......
ESTUARY

CASTRO COVE          206.60 0 0 0 25 25 AC Point & Non-Point .......

COON ISLAND 0 0 0 250 250 .......

CORTE NADERA ER 0 0 0 85 85 .......

CORTE HADERA HARSH 0 0 0 200 200 ....... ,I
DAY ISLAND 0 0 0 75 75 .......

DRAKES ESTERO       201.20 0 2560 0 0 2560 .......

FAGEN SLOUGH 0 0 0 330 330 .......

GALLINAS CREEK HARSH 0 0 0 850 850 .......

LIHANTOUR ESTERO 201.20 0 1 0 0 1 .......

N RICHHOND HARSH 0 0 0 400 400 .......

NAPA HARSHES 0 0 0 10000 10000 Portion originaLLy was satirm wetlands .......
ALterred by diking to create farmland
DFG now restoring to freshwater wetlands

NOVATO CREEK HARSH 0 0 0 130 130 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATER ~AL[TY ASSES~ENT Report Date : ~/~/92

Regi~ 2

Est~ri~                                                                                                                        Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water O~tity Conditi~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota..._._~l Fact 1

W.ter Body Na.~e Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknok~ Size Units Sh~t Pr~len~Need OescrJptJ~ ~r~tm S~rce 1 D H s L

~KLAND HARB~ 2~.20 0 0 0 0 0 AC

PESCN)ERO~RSH 0 0 0 520 520 AC

PETALU~A RIVER ~RSH 0 0 0 3800 3~0 AC

PILLAR ~RSH 0 0 0 30 30

POINT EDITH ~TLANDS 0 0 0 3~0 3~0

P~PO~IO CREEK 0 0 0 1 1
LAGOON

PRINCET~ ~RSH 0 0 0 30 ~0

PT REYES PENNIN~LA 0 0 0 2333 2333 .......

RED~O0 SH~ES ER 0 0 0 100 100

R~EO LA~ 0 0 0 38 38

SACR~ENTO SAN 207.10 0 0 ~400 0 3~00 Yes Fish ~latJ~ ~l~ X X . . X . X
JOAQU;fl DELTA Elevat~ fish a~ shellfish tiss~ [eve[

SAN PABLO BAY 0 0 0 0 0 AC
ESTUARY

SAN GRE6ORIO CREEK 0 0 0 6 6
LAGOON

SAN PEDRO HILL HARSH 0 0 0 50 50
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATERQUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region. ~

Estuaries Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 6 6 4 4 9
Hydro ]nter_____~ Tots[ Fact 1

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ]e~a~r~ Unkno~m Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Proble~ Source 1,D H S ~,,,

SAN RAFAEL CREEK 0 0 0 200 200 .......
HARSH

SANDPIPER ~JETLANDS 0 0 0 13 13 .......

SOUTH HAHPTOfl BAY 0 0 0 300 300 .......
~JETLANDS

SOUTH SAN FRANC[SCO 0 0 0 0 0 AC .......
BAY ESTUARY r~

sU1SAN MAARSH 0 0 0 0 0 AC .......
ESTUARY ~.-

TOHALES BAY ESTUARY 0 0 0 0 0 AC iI

TUNITAS CREEK LAGOOfi 0 0 0 11 11 .......

~ALKER CREEK HARSH 0 0 0 15 15 AC Fish populationdecline .......
Elevated fish tissue levels
Elevated she[tfish tissue levels

~HITE SLOUGH 0 0 0 40 40 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2
Ground Water Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

~ster ~L~ty Co~ti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Total Fac~ I
~ter B~ N~ Unit # G~ ~iate ~ Unk~ Size Units Shet Pr~l~N~ Descripti~ Pr~[B S~rce I

ARROYO DEL HANBRE G~ 0 0 0 2 2 Yes .......

CASTRO VALLEY G~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ S~] .......

CLAYT~ VALLEY G~ 0 30 0 0 30 .......

EAST BAY PLAIN G~ 0 0 20 0 20 S~I Drinking water i~ir~nt Point .......
Threat of drinki~ ~ater

So[v~t

HALF ~ BAY 0 0 0 25 25 .......
TERRANCE GH

ISLAIS VALLEY G~                     0 0 0 3 ] .......

KEN~ VALLEY GW 0 0 0 0 0 ~I .......

LI~R~E VALLEY G~ ~.30 0 I~ 0 0 100 ~I Yes Drinki~ wlter i~i~t Point .......

Threat of drinki~ ~ater

f~l [eak~/V~ ~([ut~

NERCED VALLEY ~ 0 0 0 8 8 Yes OrinkiN, ~ter i~i~t Point & N~-Poin~ .......
Threat of drinking ~ater i~ir~t

f~t [eaks/V~ ~([uti~

NAPA VALLEY G~ 0 0 0 ~0 230 S~] Yes    Orinki~ water i~{~t Point & N~-Po~nt .......
Threat of drinking ~ater

f~l [eaks/V~

NAPA-S~A VOL HI 0 0 0 150 150 .......
GM
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STATE t~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 ~/ATER OUALITY ASSESSIqENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2"
Ground Water Federal, L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

I~ster ouatity Condition . 3 /* /* /* /* 9
Hydro ~ Tot a_~..(.( Fac.__~t 1

~ater 8ody Name Unit.__._~# 6ood .mediate ~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1 D N S L

NILES CO~E G~/ 20/,.30. 70 0 20 0 96 SONI Yes Drinking Hater impairment Point & Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking Hater impairment
Fuel [eaks/VOC pot[ution

NOVATO VALLEY G~ 0 0 0 35 35 .......

PESCADERO VALLEY G;/ 0 0 0 8 8 SQNI ....... CO

PETALUNA VALLEY G~ /.1 0 0 0 /,1 SOlqi Yes Drinking Hater impairment Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking Hater impaiment                                                     r~.
fuel teaks/VOC pollution

PITTSBURG PLAIN G~                 0      0      30       0      30 SONI    Yes     Threat of dr|nk~ng Hater impairment       Point & Non-Point ....... ~.-

IROSS VALLEY G;/ 0 0 0 6 6 .......

SAN FRANCISCO SAND 0 0 0 2/* 2/* .......

SAN GREGORIO VALLEY 0 0 0 10 10 .......
G~

SAN NATEO PLAIN G;/        204./~0 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAN PEDRO VALLEY GM 0 0 0 2 2 .......

SAN RAFAEL VALLEY GtJ 0 0 0 3 3 .......

SAN RAI~N VALLEY G;/ 0 30 0 0 30 SON! .......

SAND POINT AREA Gt~ 0 0 0 2 2 SON! .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT R~rt Date : 06/08/92

Region 2
Ground Wmter                                                                                                                      Federst L~ata

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition .

~ Inter- Tota~ Fac~ I

~ater ~ N~ Unit # G~ ~iste ~ir~ ~k~ S~ze ~its Sh~t Pr~t~N~ D.cripti~ Pr~t~ S~rce 1 O

SANTA CLARA VALLEY 205.00 230 0 20 100 350 S~I Yes Orinki~ Mater i~i~t Point & N~-Point .......

GM Threat of drinki~ water

SEBAST~L-~ERCED G~ 0 0 0 150 150 S~I .......

~ VALLEY G~ 0 0 0 50 50 S~I Yes Threat of drink~ ~ater i~i~t .......

~TH BAY G~ 0 0 0 1 1 S~ .......

~I~N FAIRFIELD 0 0 0 2~ 2~ .......

VALLEY GM

~ VALLEY GM 20 0 0 0 20 Yes .......

VISITATI~ VALLEY GU 0 0 0 3 3 .......

YGNACIO VALLEY G~ 0 30 0 0 30 S~% .......



STATE ~ATER RES~RCES CONTROL B~RD 1~2 ~ATER ~ALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date :

Regi~ 2 "

Lakes a~ Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

gater Quality Co~ition . 3 6 ~ ~ ~ 9
~ Inter- Tota~ Facet I

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediate~Unk~ Size Units Sh~t    Pr~te~n/NeedDescription pr~t~ $~rce     10 N S L ,

AL~EDA CREEK QUARRY 0 0 0 0 0 .......
PONDS

ALHADEN RES 205.~0 0 62 0 0 62 kC Yes Elevated fish tissue revers Non-Point X ......

ALPINE LAKE 201.13 219 0 0 0 219 AC Yes .......

ANDERSON RES 205.30 0 1600 0 0 1600 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue revels Non-Point X .... X .
Threat of recreational impacts

ANDERSON RESERVOIR 205.30 1600 0 0 0 1600 AC .......
0

ANZA LAKE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

IBEAR GULCH RES       205.50     25      0       0      0      25        Yes .......

BELL CANYON 206.50 0 25 0 0 25 AC Sedimentation .......
RESERVOIR Eutrophication

BERKELEY AQUATIC 203.00 0 65 0 0 65 Yes Recreatio~at impacts Non-Point .......
PARK LAGOON Eutrophication

BON TEHPE LAKE 201.13 140 0 0 0 140 Yes ..... X .

BR]O~ES RES 206.60 730 0 0 0 730 Yes .......

CALAVERAS RES 20~.30 1450 0 0 0 1450 Yes .......

CALERO RES 205.40 0 0 350 0 350 AC Yes Elevated fish tissue [eve(s Non-Point X X . . X X X
Nercury exceeds FDA in fish

CHABOT LAKE 20~.20 315 0 0 0 315 Yes .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 19~2i~ATER OUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 0~/08/92

Region 2
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water ~stity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter: Total. Fact 1
Nater Body Neme Unit ~ Good mediate lmoa~redU~knotm Size Units shee~ Probtem/NeedDescription Prob|e~.Source !. P N $ ~
(ALAHEDA)

CHABOT LAKE (SOLANO) 20~.50 0 0 0 50 50 AC Yes Non-Point ..... X ,

CHERRY FLAT 0 0 0 0 0 .......
RESERVOIR

~
COTTON ~ LAKE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

COYOTE RES 205.30 0 6z~O 0 0 6~0 AC Yes ELevsted fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X .... X .
~ ELevated shellfish tissue Levels

CRYSTAL LAKE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CO CRYSTAL SPRINGS, 20~.40 1492 0 0 0 1492 Yes .......
LONER

CRYSTAL SPRINGS, 204.40 682 0 0 0 082 Yes .......
UPPER

CULL CANYON RES 20~.20 0 19 0 0 19 Sedimentation ..... X .

DALNICK LAKE 206.50 0 0 0 35 35 ..... X .

DEL VALLE RESERVOIR 20~.30 1060 0 0 0 1060 kC .......

DON CASTRO RES 20~.20 0 19 0 0 19 ..... X .

ELIZABETH LAKE (REG 205.20 0 63 0 0 63 AC Periodic elevated coliform Non-Point ..... X .
2)

FELT LAKE 205.50 0 38 0 0 38 Yes Eutrophication ..... X .
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STATE~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATERQUAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06108192

Region -2
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

gater ouatity Condition . 344449
H~ro Inter- Tota___~L Fac_.tt 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediat~lmpafredUnknovn Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 1D N S ~

FREHONT LAGOON 205.20 0 0 0 3 3 ..... X .

GOLDEN GATE PARK 203.40 0 0 0 0 0 .......
LAKE

GUADALUPE RES 205.40 0 0 80 0 80 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X X X

HALLS VALLEY 0 0 0 0 0 .......
RESERVOZR

HENNESSEY LAKE 206.50 850 0 0 0 850 Yes Eutrof~licat|on Non-Point ..... X .

XERNAN LAKE 207.21 0 0 110 0 110 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X X X

HORSESHOE LAKE 204.20 0 0 0 1 1 ..... X .

JEWEL LAKE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

KENT LAKE 201.13 265 0 0 0 265 Yes ..... X .

KIHBALL RESERVOIR 20~.50 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LAFAYETTE LAKE 207.32 500 0 0 0 500 Yes ..... X .

LAKE CURRY 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LAKE DEL VALLE 20~.30 10~0 0 0 0 10~0 Yes ..... X .

LAKE ELSHAN 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LAKE FREY 0 0 0 0 0 .......

Page



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~JALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date :

Region 2
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

tJater O~mtity C~iti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ ~ Tota~ Fact I
Water ~ N~ ~t # G~ ~ ~r~ Unk~ S~ze ~ ~ Pr~L~N~ Descr~pti~ Pr~tm ~rce I D N S L

LAKE HER~N 207.21 0 110 0 0 110 AC .......

~e ~i~AS 0 0 0 0 0 .......

L~E ~l~ 0 0 0 0 0 .......

L~ ~IE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

L~ ~R~D 202.10 0 0 0 180 1~ AC l~ct~ ~ dr~ take te~ts ~ to N~-Po~nt ..... X X

LEXINGT~ L~E 2~.40 ~50 0 0 0 450 YeS Threat of eltvat~ f~sh t~ssm l~(s N~-Point

~L~ RE~R~]R 0 0 0 0 0

~RRITT ~E 2~.20 0 1~ 0 0 1~ Yes Eutn~cut~ N~-Potnt ..... X

HILLIKEN RES 2~.50 50 0 0 0 50 Yes Eutr~icltt~ ..... X .

NI~SlO RES 201.13 0 ~4 0 0 ~; AC Yes Eutr~clt~ ..... X .

PH~NIX LAKE (REG 2) 20~.20 18 0 0 0 18 Yes ..... X

PILARCIT~ L~E 202.22 1~ 0 0 0 1~ Yes

RECT~ RES 2~.50 ~ 0 0 0 ~ Yes    Eutr~tcit~ .......

~N A~R~S LAKE 2~.40 550 0 0 0 550 YeS



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~<)2 WATER QUAL]TY ASSESSI4ENT Report Date : 06/08/9;)

Region _2 -
Lakes ~ Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quatity Condition . ] /. /. t. /. 9

Hydro Inter- Tota__._~ Fact
Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate l...m~aired Unkno~ S|ze Units Sheet Problem/Need Description P~’obte~ ~;our~ 1

SAN LEANDRO RES 204.20 788 0 0 0 788 Yes .......

SAN PABLO RES 2(~.60 854 0 0 0 85/~ Yes ..... X .

SANDY MOOL LAKE 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SCOTTSDALE LAKE 206.20 0 0 0 15 15 Yes ..... X .

SEARSV| LLE LAKE 205.50 0 109 0 0 109 .......

SHADOM CLIFFS 0 0 0 0 0 .......
RESERVO|R

SOULE JULE RES 201.13 63 0 0 0 63 Yes .......

STAFFORD LAKE 206.20 24S 0 0 0 2/~5 Yea    Eutrop~|cat|on Non-Po|nt ..... X .

STEVENS CREEK 0 0 0 0 0
RESERVOIR

TERESCAL LAKE 203.~0 0 10 0 0 10 Yes

VASONA LAKE 205.40 0 0 0 58 58 YeS ..... X ¯



STATEN ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~92MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 0~/08/92

Region 2
Ocean sndOpe~Bays                                                                                                               Federa~ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

N@ter.,Qua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tota_.__~[ Fac__~t 1

Nater Body Name Unit # Good mediatel___m~iredUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescription ProbLem Source I D N S L

BIRD ROCK 7Z 0 0 0 72 Yes .......

BOLINAS BAY 201.30 0 0 0 800 I AC .......

DOUBLE POINT 86 0 0 0 ~ Yes .......

DRAKES BAY 201.20 0 0 0 0 0

¯ -~ DUXBURY REEF RSRV 1626 0 0 0 1626 Yes .......

FARALLON ISLAND 2000 0 0 0 2000 Yea ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs Non-Po|nt

~ ~JLF OF THE 0 0 0 0 0 .......
FARALLONS NMS

~ HALF ~ BAY 202.21 0 0 0 0 0 .......

JA~tES FITZGERALD 202.21 1006 0 0 0 1006 Yes ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs .......
RESERVE

MARIN COASTAL NATERS 201.30 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PACIFIC OCEAN COAST 112 0 0 0 112 .......

POINT REYES 1359 0 0 0 1359 Yes .......

PT. REYES HEADLANDS 201.20 2333 0 0 0 2333 .......
ASBS

SAN MATEO COASTAL 202.20 0 0 0 0 0 .......
NATERS
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSI4ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region ~ -
Rivers and Streams Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality ConcHtion . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___~ Fac__~t 1

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmoa~r~Unknown Siz._.~e Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~S,ource 1D ~ S L

ADOBE CREEK 206.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

AGUA CALIENTE CREEK 206.601 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ALANEDA CREEK 206.30 0 0 27 0 27 NI Yes Threat of recreational impacts NonoPotnt X X . . X . X
Fisheries habitat degradation ~’-

ALANITOS CREEK 205.40 0 0 16 7 21 NI Yes Recreational irapacts Non-Point X X . . X . X
High concentrations of mercury in fish

ALANO CREEK 206.30 0 0 0 0 0 NI old septic systems                        Non-Point .......

ALPINE CREEK 202.301 0 0 0 0 0 ....... ~.-

APPANOLIO CREEK 202.22 0 12 0 0 12 NI Threat of aquatic habitat destruction .......
Threat of wildlife habitat destruction
Threat of fish population decline

ARROYO AOUEGIA CREEK 205.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ARROYO DE LA LAGUNA 20/,.30 0 0 5 0 5 HI Yes    Threat of objectives violated Non-Point . X . . X . X
Total Dissolved Solid, Chlorides violate
objectives

ARROYO DE LAS 206.302 0 0 0 0 0 .......
POSITAS

ARROYO DEL VALLE 204.3 0 0 0 0 0 NI old septic systems Non-Point .......

ARROYO LEON CREEK 202.321 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ARROYO SAUSAL CREEK 201.121 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATERQUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06108192

Region 2
Rivers end Strea~ts                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~ Fact: 1

Water godyName Unit# Good mediate]~redUnknot~ Size Units Sheet Pro~tem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 1D M S L

ARROYO SECO (ALA) 20z,.3 0 0 0 0 0 RI otd septic systems Non-Point .......

ARROYO SECO CREEK 206.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BARRETT CANY(~ CREEK 20§.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BEAR CANYON CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BEAR VALLEY CREEK 201.132 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BELL WILL]AHS CREEK 203.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BERRYESSA CREEK 205.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BIG CARSON CREEK 201.131 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BOGES CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

800TJACK CREEK 201.302 0 0 0 0 0 .......

BROWN’S VALLEY CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CALABAZAS CREEK 206.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CARNEROS CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CARRIGER CREEK 206.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CASCADE CREEK 206.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CH[LES CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER OUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__[ Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit.____~# Good mediate~Unknown Size Units Sheet Probter~/NeedDescription Probte~$ource 1D N S L

CLEAR CREEK 202,301 0 0 0 0 0 .... ., , ¯

COAST CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

COflN CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

CORTE HADERA CREEK 20&,20 0 0 0 14 14 .......

COYOTE CREEK (REG 2) 205.30 26 36 0 0 60 NI Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point X ......
Threat of recreatio~t impacts                                                           r~.
Threat of objectives v|o|ated

CAO~ CREEK                          204.202               0               0                 0               0                 0 ....... %.=

ICYRUS CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

DENNlSTON CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

DEVILS GULCH CREEK 201.132 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PAY CREEK 206.50 0 0 0 0 0 .......

EASKOOT CREEK 201.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

EL CORTE DE HADERA 202o]01 0 0 0 0 0 .......
CREEK

FALL CREEK 202,401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

/IAST VALLEY CREEK 0 0 0 0 0

F[SH HATCHERY CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992HATER QUALITY ABSESSi~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federa[ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Hater Q~[ity C~iti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inte~_._.__~ Tota~ Facet I

~ter BodyN~me Unit # Good mediatelmosJredUnknot~n Size Units Shee_~t PnobL~/’NeedDescnJption ProbLe~Source

FO~LER CREEK 206.401 0 O 0 0 0 .......

FRENCHNANS CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

FRINK CANYON CREEK 201.121 0 0 0 0 0 .......

i GALLINAS CREEK 201.30 0 0 0 0 0 .......

"~ GARNETT CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

GRAHAH CREEK 206.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

0") GREEN VALLEY CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

f~) GUADALUPE CREEK 205.40 0 0 6 0 6 NI Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X . X

GUADALUPE RIVER 205.40 0 0 12 0 12 N! Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Fish population decline

HAGGERTY GULCH CREEK 201.132 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HALLECK CREEK 201.133 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HARRiNGTON CREEK 202.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HERBERT CREEK 205.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HOFFHAN CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HONS!NGER CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HOPPER CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QIJALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~ 2
Rivers end Streams                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 344449
H~ro Inter- Total Fac___~t 1

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelm~airedUnknown Size Unit____~s Sheet Proble~NeedDescription Problem Source 10

HUICHICA CREEK 206.50 0 0 0 25 25 HI Hillside Development for Vineyards .......
Threat of spawning in~airment

ISABEL CREEK 204.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

JERICHO CANYON CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

JONES GULCH CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

KAISER CREEK 204.201 0 0 0 0 0 ....... r~.

LA HO~JDA CREEK 202.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LACOSTA CREEK 204.303 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LAFAYETTE CREEK 207.3 0 0 0 0 0 Hi septic systems Non-Point ........
refuse in creek

LAGUNITAS CREEK 201.13 0 0 22 0 22 HI Yes Sedimentation                           Non-Point . X , . X . X

LAHBERT CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LAS TRANPAS CREEK 207.3 0 0 0 15 15 NI septic systefns, refuse in creek Non-Point .......

LAUREL CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

L~pGEb~)O0 CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LITTLE BOULDER CREEK202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

LOSITAS CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992UATERQUALITY ASSESSt4ENT Report Oete : 06108192

Region 2
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

gater Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fac_._~t 1

~sTCF Body Name Unit# Good mediate ]mloair~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probte~Need Description Probte~ Source 1

LOS GATOS CREEK (REG 205.40 0 0 0 20 20 N! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
2) Urban no.point poltution

LOS TRANCOS CREEK 205.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

I~ATADERO CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

NCCORi~ACK CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

~4CKENNAN C~/LCH CREEK 201.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HILLER CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

NILL%KEN CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

MILLS CREEK 202.321 0 0 0 0 0 .......

~iNDEGO CREEK 202.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

I~ORAGAVALLEY CREEK 20z+.201 0 0 0 0 0

MORSES GULCH CREEK 201.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

~T. DIABLO CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

NAPA CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

NAPA RIVER 206.50 0 15 40 0 55 ~!     Yes    Eutrophicstion Point & Non-Point . X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Degradation of fisheries habitat

NATHANSEN CREEK 206.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CO~ITROLBOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Dste : 06/0~/92

Region 2.
Rivers and Strem                                                                                                                Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water ~ua~ity Condition . 3 4 6 6 6 9
~ydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fac.__~t 1

Water ~odyName Unit # Good mediate~m~a~redUnkno~n. Size Units Sheet Probte~NeedDescription Probte~$o~Jrce

NICASlO CREEK 201.13 0 0 0 0 0 .......

NOVATO CREEK 206.20 0 0 0 0 0 .......

OIL CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

OLENA CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

OTIS CAN¥Ofl CREEK 205.]01 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PALO~ARES CREEK 20~.202 0 0 0 0 0 ....... r~.

PENITENClA CREEK 205.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PERIM.NENTE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 ....... J

PESCADERO CREEK (REG 202.40 21 0 0 0 21 MI Yes Non-Point .......
2)

PETALUNA RIVER 206.30 0 5 20 0 25 M! Yes Eutrophication Point & Non-PoinT . X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Fisheries habitat degradation

PETERS CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PHOENIX CREEK 203.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PICKLE CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PIKE CGUNTY GULCH 201,301 0 0 0 0 0 .......
CREEK
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992MATER OUALJTY ASSESSNENT Report Olte : 06/08/92

Region

R|ver$ and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists
1

100O011

Hydro ~ Tora____kt Fac__~t I
Water Body Name Unit # Good medlatelrma~r~Unknotm Size Units Sheer Probtem/NeedDescriprion Pr,obte~Source I 0 M S L

PILARCITOS CREEK 202.32 11 0 0 0 11 Yes .......

PINE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PINE GULCH CREEK 201.302 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PINE GULCH CREEK 201.301 0 0 0 0 0

-̄~ PINOLE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

PCIv~PON]O CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

O~
PURIS[IqA CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

~) RECTOR CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

REDNOCO CREEK 20~.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

REDWO00 CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

REDI~OOO CREEK (REG 201.30 13 0 0 0 13 M! Yes .......
2)

RITCHIE CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ROOEO CREEK 201.30 0 0 0 0 0 .......

ROSS CREEK 206.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAGE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SALMON CREEK 201.121 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~qENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 2 -
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 49
Hydro Inter- Totat Fac_._.~t 1

Nater Body Name Unit # Good med~atel~redUnknotm Size Units Sheet Prob[em/NeedDescription ProbtemSource ~ D H S ~

SAM ANSELNO CREEK 206.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAM ANTONIO CREEK 206.30 0 0 0 17 17 HI Yes Eutrophication Non-Point .......
(REG 2)

SAN FELIPE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAN FRANCISQUITO 205.50 0 0 0 10 10    HI .......
CREEK

SA# GREQUCIO CREEK 202.30 10 0 0 0 10 NI Yes Threat of sedimentation Non-Point .......

SAN LEAItDRO CREEK 20~.20 0 12 0 0 12 .......

SAN LORENZO CREEK 20~.20 0 0 0 17 17 .......

SAM ~IATEO CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAN PABLO CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAN PEDRO CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SAN RAHON CREEK 207.321 0 0 0 15 15 N] septic systems, refuse in creek Non-Point .......

SAN VICENTE CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SARATOGA CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SARCO CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SILVER CREEK 205.301 "     0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE gATER RESO(JflCESCONTROL BOARD 1992gATER ~UALJTY ASSESS~(ENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region 2

1
3333333
1000011

Hydro ~nter- Tota_~_.~[ Fac___~t 1
~pter Bod~Name Unit# Good mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Proble~l/NeedDescription Problem So~.rce I ~ R S L

SLATE CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SLEEPY HOLLO~ CREEK 206.201 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SIq]TH CREEK 20~.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SOOA CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SODA SPR%NGS CANYON 205.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......
CREEK

$ONOHACREEK 206.40 0 9 14 0 23 R!      Yes Eutrophication Non-Point . X . . X o X
Exceedance of coliform standard

STEVENS CREEK 205.50 95 0 0 0 95 Yes .......

~JISUN CREEK 207.22 0 0 0 23 23 .......

SULPHER CREEK 204.301 0 0 0 0 0 .......
(ALANEDA)

SULPHER CREEK (NAPA) 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

SUSCOL CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......

TARWATER CREEK 202.401 0 0 0 0 0 .......

TASSAJARA CREEK 20k.302 0 0 0 0 0 H! old septic systems Non-Point .......

T!CE CREEK 207.321 0 0 0 0 0 .......

TULOCAY CREEK 206.501 0 0 0 0 0 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSI~NT RepoPt Date : 06/08/9~

Region 2
Met L ar~ds                                                                                                                          Fede~a| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Quatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Toter Fact I

Water Body Name Un|t~# Good mediate [__m~ired Unknown Size Units Sheet Prob[em/Need Descripti.oo. Problem Source 1 I~ N S L

BOL1NAS LAGOON 201.50 0 0 0 850 850 AC .......
WETLANDS

CENTRAL SAN 203.12 0 0 0 0 0 .......
FRANC] SCO BAY
WETLANDS

DRAKES BAY WETLANDS 201.20 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HALF HOON BAY 202.21 0 0 0 0 0 .......
WETLANDS

LOWER SAN FRANCISCO 20~.10 0 0 0 0 0 .......
BAY WETLANDS

HARIN COASTAL 201.30 0 0 0 0 0 .......
WETLANDS

NAPA RIVER WETLANOS 206.50 0 0 0 20000 20000 AC .......

PEYTOfl SLOUGH 207.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
WETLANDS

SAN HATEO COASTAL 202.20 0 0 0 0 0 .......
WETLANDS

SAN PABLO BAY 206.10 0 0 0 35000 35000 AC Point & flo~l-Po|nt .......
WETLANDS

SOUTH HAHPTOfl BAY 207.21 0 0 0 300 300 AC .......
WETLANDS



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 I~TER OUALITY ASSESSIqENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Met Lands Federat Lists

3333333
1000011

Mater Qua|ity Condition . 3
Hydro I nter__.___~ Total. Fact 1

Wa.ter Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Prob[efl~Need Description prob|e~ Sour.ce

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 205.10 0 0 0 0 0 AC Conversion of saltwater marsh to
BAY I~TLANDS freshwater mersh,

wet(ands a[ter-etion

SUISUN BAY M~TLANDS 207.23 0 0 0 57000 57000 AC .......

$UISUN MARSH 207.23 0 0 57000 0 57000 AC Yes    Aquatic & witdlife habitat impaired Point & Non-Point X X o . X . X
i.~TLANDS

TONALES BAY ~ETLANDS 201.11 0 0 0 1905 1905
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Re~ion 3
Bays and Harbors                                                                                                                  Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Totat Facet 1

Mater Body Name Unit # Good mediate~m~airedUnknoun Size Units Sheet ProbtenVNeedDescriptio~ ProbtemSource 1D M S L

HONTERET HARBOR 309.50 25 25 24 0 74 AC Yes Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Etevated shettfish tissue levers

t4ORRO BAY 310.22 0 1000 800 1400 3200 AC Yes Sedimentation Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X

NOSS LANDING HARBOR 306.00 0 40 40 80 160 AC Yes Non-Point X X . . X . X
Etevated shettfish tissue revers

SAN LUIS HARBOR 310.22 0     20 0 0 20 AC     Yes    Potentiat etevated metats in sedimenta Unknotm .......
Potentiat impacts fro~oit operations

SANTA BARBARA HARBOR 315.32 0     78 0 0 78 AC     Yes    Etevated shettfish tissue revers Point & Non-Point .......
Etevated metats in shettfish tissue
Zn,Cu) / threat of a~bient toxicity

SANTA CRUZ HARBOR     30~.12 0 0 0 ~8 38 AC Yes ELevated shettfish tissue revers Non-Point X ......
Threat of ambient toxicity (Zn,Cu,Hg)
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STATE~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992~ATERIX/ALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06108192

Region 3.
Estuaries Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ster OuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 44 9
~ydro Inter- Tota_~ Fec~t 1

~ater Bod~N~ne Unit # Good mediate~__~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet ProbLe~/NendDescription Prob[e~$ource 10 N,S L

ARROYO DE CORRAL 310.12 0 0 0 40 40 AC No .......

ARROYO DE LA CRUZ 310.12 40 0 0 0 40 AC No .......
ESTUARY

ARROYO LAGUNA 310.12 0 0 0 3 3 AC No .......

BALDWIN CREEK 30~.11 0 0 0 10 10 AC No .......
ESTUARY

BENNETT 305.10 0 0 0 20 20    AC No .......
SLOUGH/ESTUARY

BIG SUR RIVER 308.00 0 4 0 0 4 AC Yes Recreational impacts Unknown .......
ESTUARY Need to provide protection for this uni-

Sedimentation

CANADA HONDA CREEK 315.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC No .......
ESTUARY

CARNEL RIVER ESTUARY 307.00 0 42 0 0 42 AC Yes Insufficient data. Unknoim .......
ASBS impairment
Nets[ sccumulstion in biota of estuary

CARP]NTER~A NARSN 315.34 0 150 80 0 230 AC Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X . . X . X
(EL ESTERO HARSH) Eutrophicstion

Rare & Endangered Species impairment

CASCADE CREEK 30~.20 0 0 0 9 9 AC No .......
LAGOON/ESTUARY

DEVEREAUX LAGOON 315.31 0 0 0 45 45 AC No .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES COflTRO~BOARD 1992WATER~JALITY ASSESS)lENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~ 3
Estuaries                                                                                                                        Federal L~sts

I
3333333
1000011

~ater G.u~,tity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_._~[ Fact

Water BodyName ~ Good med|atel~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Prob[emSource 1D

ELKHORN SLOUGH 306.00 1500 500 500 0 2500 AC Yes Elevated she[Irish tissue [eYe|$ Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Receives Agricultural Irrigation Runof~
Receives N. L. Harbor Water via PG&E PP

GALLIGHAN SLOUGH 305.10 0 0 0 0 0 .......

GAZOSCREEK 304.20 0 0 0 2 2 AC No .......
LAGOON/ESTUARY

GOLETA 315.31 0 200 200 0 400 AC Yes Elevated she[Irish tissue |eve|s Non-Point X X . . X . X
SLOUGH/ESTUARY Sedimentation

Objectives viotated

GREER OAKS CREEK 304.20 0 0 0 31 31 AC ~o .......
LAGO(]~/ESTUARY

HANSON SLOUGH 305.10 0 0 0 0 0 .......

HARK]NS SLOUGH 305.10 0 0 0 0 0 .......

JALAHACREEK ESTUARY 315.10 0 0 O 2 2 AC No .......

LAGLINA CREEK EST 30A.10 0 0 0 25 25 AC No .......

LAGUNA GRANDE 309.5 0 0 0 0 0 AC .......

LITTLE PICO CREEK 310.13 3 0 O O 3 AC No .......
ESTUARY

LITTLE SUR RIVER 308.00 7 0 0 0 7 AC Yes     Need to protect this unique resource .......
ESTUARY
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 19~2 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/08/92

Region 3 "
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Feders! Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___~L Fac___[t 1

Water Body Name      Unit #    Good mediate ]mpa~r~Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description                  ProbLem Source      1D N S L

LUCERNE LAKE ESTUARY 30~.11 0 0 0 80 80 AC No .......

HCCLUSKY SLOUGH 305.10 0 0 0 250 250 AC No .......

OLD SALINAS RZVER 30~.10 0 0 55 0 55 AC Yes Pesticide residues in fish and shellfish Non-Point X X . . X . X
ESTUARY AgricuLtra[ return flows f~-

Threat of a~bient toxicity 0

PARSONS SLOUGH 305.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC No X ...... r~.

P]CO CREEK ESTUARY 310.13 5 0 0 0 5 AC No Suspect natural teed in sediments X ......

P%SI40 CREEK ESTUARY 310.26 0 0 . 0 30 30 AC No .......

IPISHO HARSH 310.31 0 0 0 90 90 AC No .......

SALINAS RIVER LAGOON 309.10 0 100 75 0 175 AC Yes AgricuLtural runoff carrying toxic orgs. Non-Point X X . . X . X
Threat of ~ient toxicity
Threat of Rare & Endangered Species imps

SAN ANTONIO CREEK 313.00 0 0 0 7 T AC No .......
ESTUARY

SAN JOSE CREEK 307.00 0 0 0 10 10 AC No .......
ESTUARY

SAN LORENZO RIVER 30~.12 0 0 2 0 2 AC Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
ESTUARY Elevated bacterie levels

SAN LUIS OB]SPO 310.24 0 23 0 0 23 AC No Threat of fish population decline Point & tim-Point .......
CREEK ESTUARY Threat of spawning impairment

Threat of sedimentation
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STATE ~MTER RESOURCES COtiTROL BOARD 1992 WATER (;IUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regic~ 3
Estuaries                                                                                                                        Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Wat,~r Q.u~lit¥ Condition . 344449
~ydro I nter_.___~- Tota_~[ Fac~ 1

~ter ~ ~ Unit~ ~ ~ ~ ~k~ Size Unit~ Shee~ Prob~ Des~r~pt~m Pr~[m S~rce 1 ~ H S L

SAN S]~ CREEK 310.13 0 0 0 40 ~0 AC ~o .......
ESTUARY

SANTA ~R[A R[VER 312.10 0 0 0 145 145 AC No .......
ESTUARY

SANTA ROSA CREEK 310.13 0 0 0 40 40 AC No .......
ESTUARY

SANTA YNEZ RIVER 314.00 0 400 0 0 ~00 kC No Threat of fish ~[ati~ ~[i~ N~-Pofnt .......
ESTUARY Threat of s~f~ f~f~t

SCOTT CREEK LA~ 3~,11 0 0 0 30 ]0 AC No .......

STR~ SL~GH 305.10 0 0 0 0 0 .......

M~DELL CREEK 30~, 11 0 0 0 11 11 AC No .......
ESTUARY

~AT~V%LLE SL~GH / 305.10 0 0 150 0 150 AC Yes Etevat~ sheLLfish tiss~ revels N~-Pofnt X . , . X . X
PAJARO SL~GH Elevat~ fish tiss~ ~eveLs

S~i~tatJon

W]LDER CREST 30~.12 0 0 0 18 18 AC No .......

~S LAG~ ~.12 0 0 0 6 6 AC No .......



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region. 3"
Gr~ ~Jater                                                                                                                      Federal L~sts

3333333
1000011

Nater Quatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Nater Body Name Unit # Good mediate [mpair~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Prob[ern~Need Descript|on Probte~ Source 1 p !~ S ~,

ANO NUEVO AREA 30~.20 0 0 0 2 2 sqmi No Limited Information Ava~tabte .......

kRROYO DE LA CRUZ 0 0 0 3 3 sqmi No .......
VALLEY

ARROYO GR -NIPONA 0 0 0 40 40 s~i No .......

ARROYO GRANDE 310.30 0 60 0 30 90 SONI Yes O~jective$ violated Unknown .......
VALLEY-NIPOgO HESA r~.

AREA f~.

BIG SPRINGS AREA 0 0 0 8 8 sopti No .......

BIG SUR GROUNDNATER 308.00 0 0 1 0 1 SONI Yes Objectives viotated Unknown .......
~

BASIN
Threat of drinking water impairment 0

BITTER NATER VALLE 0 0 0 7 ~ SQ~I NO .......

CAREAGA SAND 314.30 0 15 0 0 15 sqmi No .......
H%GHLANDS

CARHEL VALLEY 307.00 0 0 10 0 10 sqmi No Drinkin9 ~ater impairment Non-Point .......
Objectives viotated
Etevated NO3 in shatl.ou uetts

CARPINTERIA BASIN 315.3~ 0 12 0 0 12 sqmi No High TDS concentrations (mineratization) Non-Point .......

CARRIZO PLAIN 0 0 0 270 270 sqmi No .......

CAYUCOS VALLEY 0 0 0 2 2 sqmi No .......
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Regio~ 3
Ground I~.ter                                                                                                                      Federa[

I
3333333
1000011

.~ater Qu~tity Condition . 3 4 4 /~ 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tota._.~[ Facet 1

~pter Bcx~ ~a~ ~it~ G~ ~ate ~ ~k~ S~ze Unit~ Sheet pr~[~Ne~ Descripti~ Pr~[~

C~OL~E VALLE~ 0 0 0 20 20 s~i ~o

CH~RO VALLEY 310.22 0 1 5 ~ 20 S~ ~e~ ~r~i~ ~ate~ ~r~t Point
~jectives

C~AL DE TEIRRA 0 0 0 20 20 ~ No

~ VALLE~ 312.30 0 0 1 1~ 105 S~ Yes ~j~t~ve~

~Y~ VALLEY 0 0 0 230 230 ~ ~o

DR~ LARE VALLEY 0 0 0 ~ 4 ~ No

GILROY-~LL~STE~ 305.30 0 70 25 255 350 ~ Yes Qr~ ~ter ~rmt ~-Point .......

Threat of nitr~te~

~LETA BASIN 315 31 0 1~ 0 0 16 ~i No     TDS,CL,
Threat of

~E~ANDEZ VALLEY 0 0 0 2 2 ~i No .......

~UASNA VALLE~ 0 0 0 6 6 8~ No

LANGLEY AREA 3~.20 0 0 6 19 27 ~i Ye~ Drin~in9 ~ater
GR~ND~ATER BASIN ~j~t~ves v~oL~t~

Nigh TDS ~ar Craz~orse La~fiLL

L~K~ VALLEY (REG 0 0 0 ~ 90 s~f No .......
3)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CI~TROL BOARD 1992 WATER ~JALITY ASSESS~IENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Regio~ 3
Ground Water                                                                                                                             Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Coalition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Total Facet I
Water B~ N~ Unit # G~ ~iete

SAL[NA$ VALLEY, 3~.30 0 67 100 0 167 S~[ Yes ~j~t~vez violat~ Point & N~-PoJnt .......
F~EBAY Nitrate levels exce~ dr~.nki~ sta~r~

Threat of drinki~ ~ater J~i~nt

SAL[NAS VALLEY, 309.10 0 ~ 60 0 12k S~[ Yes Drinki~ ~ater i~ir~t Point & N~-Po~nt .......
PRES~E SaLtwater intr~i~ at 180~ a~ ~00’

Nitrate c~ exce~ drinki~ ~ater stds.

SAL[NAS VALLEY, 3~.kO 0 ~ 125 0 205 ~[ Yes Or~nki~ ~ater i~ir~t Point [ Nm-Point .......
UPPER VALLEY A~IFER ~j~t~ves

Nitrate c~trat~ (A9 a~ S~tic)

SAN ANT~]O CREEK    313.00 0 0 10 15 25 S~[ Yes ~j~tiv, yio[at~ Point ~ Nm-Point .......
VALLEY

SAN BEN[TO RI~R 0 0 0 10 10 s~i No .......
VALLEY

SAN ~RPOF~O VALLEY 0 0 0 2 2 s~i No .......

SAN LUIS ~ZSPO 310.2~ 0 2 ~ 7 15 s~f Yes Drinki~ ~ater f~ir~t ~ ........
VALLEY ~j~tfv~ vio[at~

SAN SIHE~ VALLEY O O 0 2 2 s~i No .......

SANTA ANA VALLEY 0 0 0 ~ ~ s~i No .......

SANTA BARBARA BASIN 315.00 0 0 20 0 20 S~I Yes Drinki~ ~ater f~i~t Point & N~-Point .......

SANTA CRUZ PURIS]N 0 0 0 65 65 s~f No .......
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STATE t~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3

Lakes end Reservoirs                                                                                                              Fedarat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua!ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ Inter-. Tota_~t Fact 1

gater Body Name Unit # Good ~liat_.__._.~e ~mpair~ IJnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~VNeed Description Probte~ Sourc.e 1, D N S !,

ABBOTT LAKE (THE 309.60 0 0 0 8 8 AC No ..... X .
LAKES)

ATASCADERO LAKE 309.81 0 30 0 0 30 AC No Eutrophic Non-Point ..... X .

~ CACtflJI~A RESERVOIR 314.52 3108 0 0 0 3108 AC Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X .

I CHESBRO RESERVOIR 305.20 0 0 0 265 265 AC Yes Limited Information Avai[abl.e Unknown ..... X .

~ DEL I*X]NTE LAKE 309.50 0 0 0 6 6 AC No Limited information avai[abte ..... X o

~ DREi~ LAKE 305.10 0 0 0 6~ 6~ AC No Unknown ..... X ,

EL ESTERO LAKE 309.50 0 1]’ 0 0 17 AC Yes Threat of elevated nutrients ...... X .
Candidate for the EPA 30~(I,) Long List
Potential impacts from NPS runoff

FREEDON LAKE 305.10 0 0 0 12 12 AC No ..... X .

GIBRALTAR RESERVOIR 31~,.51 335 0 0 0 335 AC No Sedimentation Point & Non-Point ..... X .
Hg mine tellings in lake
TS~I data showed no impact

HERNANDEZ RESERVOIR 305.50 0 619 0 0 619 AC Yes Suspect mining activity Mo~-Point X .... X X
Suspect natural Hg sources
Hg detected in fish tissue

JANESON RESERVOIR 314.51 142 0 0 0 142 AC No Domestic Mater supply ..... X .

KELLEY LAKE 305.10 0 128 0 0 128 AC No ..... X .
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER OUALITY ASSESSRENT Report Date : 06/08/9Z

Region 3 "

Lmkes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Nster QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
H~ Inter- Total Fsc___~ 1

Nater Body Name Unit # Good Ir~*diateJ_{m~___~Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescription Prob~e~$ource 1 0 N S L

LAGUNA LAKE 310.24 0 213 0 0 213 AC Yes Limited information avaiLabLe Non-Point ..... X .
Past mining activity in watershed
Eutrophic/Urban runoff

LOCH LOI4AND 30~.12 250 0 0 0 250 AC No Domestic water supply ..... X .

LOPEZ RESERVOIR 310.31 0 0 0 940 940 AC No Unknown ..... X . ~.-

LOS PADRES RESERVOIR 307.00 0 1024 0 0 1024 AC No Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X , f~"

NO~AM LAKE 304.13 0 0 0 3 3 AC No ..... X .

MACINIENTO RESERVOIR 30~.82 0 0 5370 0 5370 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Mon-Po|nt X X . . X X X ~--
Rare & Endangered Species |~a{r~t IMater quality Limited sesment

NE~LL CREEK 31~.12 0 0 0 20 20 AC Unkrlo~l .......
RESERVOIR

PACHECO RESERVOIR 305.40 0 0 0 13 13 AC No ..... X .

PALN BEACH POND 305.10 0 0 0 12 12 AC Yes Limited information avaiLabLe ..... X .
Exact Locationnot yet determined

PINTO LAKE 305.10 0 160 0 0 160 AC No ELevated bacteria LeveLs Non-Point ..... X .

ROeERTS/LAGUNA 309.50 0 136 0 0 136 AC Yes Beneficial uses not impaired Non-Point ..... X .
GRANDE LAKE SiLtation of (eke.

Urban runoff/coLiform

SAN ANTONIO 309.83 0 5720 0 0 5720 AC Yes Cd in fish tissue samples Non-Point X .... X .
RESERVOIR
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992UATER~JAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report Dete : 06108/92

Region 3
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Feders{ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater QuaLity Conditio~ . 3 4 4 ~ ~ 9
~ydro 1nter._____~ Tota__.._~t Fact: 1

Water Body Na~, Unit # Good mediete~rr~a~r~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probter~So~.rce 1D R S ~ I

SAN CLERENTE DAN 307.00 192 0 0 0 192 AC No Domestic Mater supply ..... X .

SANTA HARGARITA 309,81 0 0 0 794 794 AC No ..... X .
RESERVOIR

~) TM[TCHELL RES 312.30 0 0 0 3670 3670 AC No ..... X .

I TYNAN LAKE 305.10 0 0 0 6~ 6~ AC No ..... X .

~ UVAS RES 305.20 0 0 0 300 300 AC No ..... X .

MHALE ROCK RES 310.17 0 0 0 594 594 AC No ..... X .

..~ MHITE ROCK LAKE 307.00 0 0 0 15 15 AC No ..... X ,
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER QIJALITY ASSESSNENT Re~ort Date : 0~/0~/92

Region 3
Oce~n~dOpenBsys                                                                                                               Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater OuaIity Condition . 3

~ Inter- Total. Fact I
Hater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmoa~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probien~NeedDescription ProbLe~Source

kHO NUEVO COAST 30~.00 26 0 0 0 26 El Yea Point Ano Nuevo to SoqueL Point .......

ANO NUEVO iSLAND 30~.20 1 0 0 0 1 HI Yes ASBS .......

BIG SUR COAST 308.00 86 0 0 0 86 HI Yes ASBS areas contained within coastal area .......
Pt. Pinos to Pt. Piedras Btancas I~.

CARHEL BAY 307.00 0 16 0 0 16 HI Yes ASBS impairment Point & No~-Point .......

DIABLO COAST 310.25 17 0 0 0 17 Nl Yes Diabto Canyon power plant discharge Point X ......

ESTERO BAY COAST 310.00 23 0 0 0 23 HI Yes Point Estero to Point Buchon (Norro Bay)

JULIA PFEIFFER BURNS 308.00 10 0 0 0 10 N! Yes kSgS ....... , I
UNDERgATER PARK I

~K~ITEREY BAY NORTH 309.50 106 0 0 0 106 SQH[ Yes Threat of objectives violated Point & Non-Point X ......
Threat of ~bient tox. near Ag. runoff
Municipal outfa~ts

I~NTEREY BAY SOUTH 309.50 15 0 10 0 25 HI Yes Threat of ASBS in~airment Point & Non-Point’ X X . o X . X
Nonterey Harbor Has High LeedContent

PACIFIC GROVE NAR]NE 309.05 7 0 0 0 7 HI Yes ASBS .......
GARDENS

PESCADERO COAST 30~.00 17 0 0 0 17 HI Yes Pesc~dero Point to Point kno guevo .......

PISHO COAST 310.00 26 0 0 0 26 HI Yes Point San Luis to Point Sel .......

POINT LOBOS 308.00 8 0 0 0 8 HI Yes ASBS .......
ECOLOGICAL RESERVE

Page 73



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06108192

Region 3
Ocean and Open Bays                                                                                                               Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Meter Quality Co~clition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro I nter.___.~ Tota~ Fact 1

Mater Body Name Unit # Go<xJ mediate. ~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Probtem/Need Description ProbLm Source 1 D 14 S L

SAN HIGUEL ]SLAND 316.10 26 0 0 0 26 H[ Yes ASBS X ......

SAN SIHEON COAST 310.13 31 0 0 0 31 N[ Yes Unknot1

SANTA BARBARA NORTH 313.00 56 0 0 0 56 HI Yes Point Argue|to to Coat Oi!. Point .......
0 cOAST
I

SANTA BARBARA SOUTH 315.00 0 25 0 0 25 H! Yes ELevated bacteris Levels in shellfish Point & Non-Point X ......

COAST Storm water runoff - suspect quetity

0 Threat of etevated fish tissue revels

SAttTA CRUZ ISLANO 316.10 76 0 0 0 76 H! Yes ASBS .......

,_~ SANTA ROSA ISLAND 316.10 56 0 0 0 56 14I Yes ASBS .......

CO VANDENBURG COAST 31/+.10 25 0 0 0 25 14[ Yes .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Reg~o~ 3

Rivers and Streams
Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition
. 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fac.~.~t 1Water Body Name Unit.__._~# Good medtate~Unkno~m Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription PrdotefeSource 1,,D N S L

AGUA CALIENTE CREEK 314.51 0 0 0 16 16 ~! No Limited information avaiLabLe .......

AL~IAS CREEK 305.30 0 0 0 10 10 N!

ALANO CREEK 312.30 0 0 0 10 10 N! No Limited information avaiLabLe .......

ALAI~O PINT,DO CREEK 314.40 0 0 0 12 12 HI No Limited Information avaiLabLe .......

ALBA CREEK 304.12 0 0 1 0 1 M! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X I~.
Lo~fLo~s

AL]SAL CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 N!

ANAYA CREEK 304.13 0 3 0 0 3 N! No Log jam and LandsLides Point & Non-Point .......
m

ANO NUEVO CREEK      304.11       0      0       0      5       5 H!      No     Limited Information AvaiLabLe             Unkno~ .......

APTOS CREEK 304.13 0 5 5 0 10 N] Yes Fish population decline Non-Point . X . . X . X
Sedimentatio~
ELevated bacteria LeveLs

ARANAOULCH 30Z+.12 0 7 0 0 7 N]

ARROYO BURRO CREEK 315.32 0 0 6 0 6 Hi Yes Threat of recreationa[ impacts Non-Point ...... X
Bacteria in creek water may affect bacti

LeveLs of sheLLfish in SB chant~e[

ARROYO DE LA CRUZ 310.12 0 0 0 10 10 H! No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknovn
CREEK .......

ARROYO GRANDE CREEK 310.31 0 0 0 19 19 I~! No Limited !nformation AvaiLabLe .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3

Rivers and Streets                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition ¯ 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro inter- Tota.__~[ Fact

Water Body R~me Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknovn Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source ) D M S L

ARROYO SECO RIVER 309.60 40 0 0 0 40 M! No !nfo Avaftable thru Mont. Co. Flood Con ........

ATASCN)ERO CREEK 310.18 0 0 0 10 10 MI No Limited Information Available .......

ATASCADERO CREEK 315.31 0 0 0 5 5 M! Yes EPA candidate for 304t Long I.ist .......
(SB) Limited information available

BALDt/IN CREEK 304.11 0 0 0 4 4 MI No Limited information available Unknown .......

BATES CREEK 304.13 0 3 0 0 3 MI No Sedimentation Point & Non-Po|nt .......
Natural to9 jams, blockages to fieg mig.
Si [ted dam prevents fish migration

BEAN CREEK 304.12 0     13 0 0 13 MI     Yes    Fish population decline Point & Non-Point .......
Sedimentation
Drinking water impairment

BEAR CREEK 304.12 0 12 0 0 12 M! No Sedimentation Non-Polnt .......
Recreatlonat impacts

Fecal Cot iform

BENMETT CREEK 304.12 0 2 0 0 2 MI No Quarry Operations on Creek Point .......

BIG CREEK 304.11 0 0 0 7 7 MI No Limited information Available Unknown .......

BIG SUR RIVER 308.00 0 25 0 0 25 M! Yes ELevated bacteria |evels Non-Point .......

BLRD CREEK 305.50 0 0 0 7 7 Mi

BIXBY CREEK 308.00 0 0 0 6 6 MI No FLows year round .......

BLACKBURN GULCH 304.12 0 0 0 2 2 MI No Limited Informatfon Available Unknown .......

Page 76



STATE 5/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER GUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/9Z

Region .3 -
Rivers and Streams Federal Lists

1
3333333
100O011

~.a,ter Quality Condition . 3 /e 4 4 /~ 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___L Fac___~t 1

Water Body N~me Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1 D N S L

BLANCO DRAIN 309.10 0 0 8 0 8 I~I Yes Agricultural drain. Non-Point X X . . X . X
High Chloride and Nitrogen concentration
Pest. in fish tissue violate FDA std.

BOOFISH CREEK 305.20 0 0 0 6 6 I~I No Limited Inform~tion Available Unknotm .......

BOULDER CREEK        31~.12       0      7       0      0       ?’ 14!     No     Sedimentation                           Non-Point ....... ~%1

Recreational impacts
Fecal coLifom Levels                                                                       I~.

BRANCIFONTE CREEK 31~.12 0 10 0 0 10 Ftl No Sedimentation Non-Point .......

BROMNS CREEK 305.10 0 5 0 0 5 I~! No Sedimentation Non-Point ........

IBULL CREEK 30~.12 0 0 0 2 2 I~I No Limited Information Available Unknown .......

BLIRMETT CREEK 310.12 0 0 0 9 9 ttl No Limited Information Available .......

BURNS CREEK 30~.13 0 2 0 0 2 !~! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Fish habitat impaired

CACHAGUA CREEK 30T.O0 0 0 0 13 13 HI No Limited information available Unknown

CANADA DEL REFUGIO 315.10 0 0 0 5 5 14I .......

CARBONERA CREEK 30~.12 0 0 10 0 10 I~I Yes Sedimentation Point & No~-Point . X . . X . X
Fish population dec|ire
Spawning impairment

CARI4EL RIVER 307.00 0 42 0 0 42 HI Yes ASBS impairment Non-Point .......
Sad i mental i on
Threat of drinking water impairment
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD I~2 WATER OiJALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 0~/0~/92

Re~ion 3
Rivers a~ Stre~                                                                                                                F~rat Lists

3333333
1000011

~ Inter~ Tota~ Fac~ 1
~eter B~N~ Unit ~ G~ ~iate~Unk~ Size Units Sheet Pr~[~N~Descriptim Pr~[~S~rce     1D ~ S L

~RPINTER]A CREEK 315.3~ 0 0 8 0 8 ~[ No H~gh ~cteria LeveLs at ~st stati~ N~-Point
~j~tives v~oLat~

Eutr~icatim

~Y~ CREEK 310.16 0 0 0 6 6 N] No L~m~t~ ]nfo~ti~AvaiLabLe

CHAL~E CREEK 3~.70 0 0 28 0 ~8 HI Yes lnfo evaitabte frm Hmt. Co. F[~ Cm ....... X

CH~RO CREEK 310.22 0 3 8 0 11 H[ Yes ~C d~charge Point ~ N~-PoJnt X X . . X . X
l~tive
Threat of drinkf~ water i~i~t

CLEAR CREEK 3~.1Z 0 2 0 0 Z ~[ No     S~f~tst~ Nm-Pofnt .......
Threat of drfnki~ Mater

CLIPPER ~LCH 305.10 0 I O 0 1 HI No S~J~tatJ~                           Nm-PoJnt .......

C~NELLY ~LCH 3~.12 0 0 0 3 3 HI .......

C~H~SE ~LCH 305.10 0 0 0 1 1 HI No L~mft~ lnfo~ti~ Avaf[ab[e Unk~ .......

C~RALIT~ CREEK 305.10 0 10 0 0 10 HI Yes S~i~tati~ N~-Po~nt .......

~Y~ R[~R 312.30 0 91 0 0 91 HI Yes Eteyat~ revels of NO3, ~, TDS in Nm-Point .......
r~ver ~Low TwitchetL Res.

Lfmit~ info~tf~ avaf[ab[e

DAZRY CREEg 310.22 0 k 0 0 k H] No H~s ~ar head waters Nm-Pofnt X ......
Sus~ct~naturaL Cr. in s~i~ts

DAVIS CREEK 31k.10 0 0 0 ~ ~ N] No .......

Page 78                        I         I          ii/zO-G)m:o



STATE RATER RESOURCES CONTRO~ BOARD 1992 RATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06108192

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

~ster Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Totat Fac..__~t 1

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediatel~i~eclUnkno~. Size Units Sheet Probiem/NeedDescription Probie~Source 1D

DEER CREEK 304.12 0 3 0 0 3 MI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Periodic elevated nutrient/bacteria tev.

D]ABLO GULCH CREEK 305.10 0 2 0 0 2 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Low fto~s

DOYLE GULCH CREEK 304.13 0 0 0 ] 3 MI No Limited information Avaitabte Unknoun .......

EL JARO CREEK 314.20 0 0 0 3 3 H! No Limited Information Avs|tabte Unknoun ....... f~.

ESTRELLA RIVER 317.00 0 0 0 55 55 HI No Limited Information Avaitabte U~knotm ....... I~.

EUREKA GULCH 305.10 0 2 0 0 2 RI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Rain sedimentation source to Corratitos

FALL CREEK 304o12 0 0 0 3 3 HI No Limited Information Avattabte Unknown .......

FRANKLIN CREEK 315.34 0 0 0 0 0 HI .......

FRITCH CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 1 1 RI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

GABILAM CREEK 0 0 0 0 0 HI .......

GANECOCK CREEK 305.10 0 2 0 0 2 HI No Sedimentation Point & Non-Point .......

~ARRAPATA CREEK 308.00 0 0 0 7 7 HI Yes Limited information avai|abte .......

GAZOS CREEK 304.11 0 0 0 8 8 RI No Limited information avaitabte Unkno~m .......

GLEN ANNE CREEK 315.10 0 0 0 2 2 HI No Limited Information Avaitabte .......
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STATE MATER RES~JRCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER~UALITY ASSESS~IENT Report Date :

Region ~
Rivers and Streets                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
~0000~

Nat~r Quality Conditio~ . 3
~vdro Inter- Tota___~[ Fac____t.t I

Nater BndyName Unit # Good mediatel~iredUnknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescr’iption probtemSource I D

GOLD 6ULCN CREEK 304.12 0 2 0 0 2 HI Yes Sedimentation Point & Non-Point ...... X
Low flows

GRANITE CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 3 3 H! No Limited Information Available Unknown .......

~=) 6REEN OAKS CREEK 304.11 0 0 0 3 3 HI No Limited information available .......

l 6ROVER GULCH 304.13 0 3 0 0 3 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Loll j~ms and other natural block~es
ha~per fish migration.

"~I NARE CREEK 304.12 0 2 0 0 2 HI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
~I Periodic elevated nutrient/b~cti. LeveLa

HESTER CREEK 304.13 0 4 0 0 4 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe No~-Point .......

NINCKLEY CREEK 304.13 0 4 0 0 4 HI No Threat of fish popu[atfondecLine Non-Point .......
Threat of sedimentation
Threat of objectives violated

HUASNA RIVER 312.30 0 0 0 25 25 HI Yes Candidate for the EPA 304L [on@ List Unkno4m .......
Limited information avaiLabLe

INDIAN CREEK 314.51 0 0 0 10 10 H! No Limited !nformation AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

JALAtlA CREEK 315.10 0 0 0 11 11 HI No Year round flow Unknown .......

JA~ISON CREEK 304.12 0 2 0 0 2 HI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Periodic elevated nutrient/bacti [evets
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STATE gATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992~ATER gAJALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3

Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouality Condition o 344449
Hydro Inter- Total Facet 1

Wa~er Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmpa{r~Unknovn Size Units Sheet Prob[enV.MeedOescription prob|emSource 10 R S ~

KINGS CREEK 30~.12 0 8 0 0 8 N! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
LoM fLo~s
ELevated bacteria

LAGUNA CREEK 30~.11 0 7 0 0 7 fl! No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water impairment U’)

LAS TABLAS CREEK 309.81 0 5 8 0 13 N! Yes Potential Mater QuaLity Limited Segment Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Toxic discharge from Buena Vista mine                                                    I~.
Drinking Mater impairment                                                               I~.

LAS TABLAS CREEK, 309..81 0 4 1 0 5 N! Yes Drinking Mater impairment Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
NORTH FONK Threat of fish kiLLs ~--

Threat of fish population decline                                                        I

LAS TABLAS CREEK, 309.81 0 3 1 0 4 M! Yes Drinking Mater impairment Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X ~0
SOUTH FO~K Threat of fish kills

Threat of fish popu[ationdectine

LAURAL CREEK 30~.13 0 3 0 0 3 N! No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Threat of fish population decline
Threat of sedimentation

LIDDELL CREEK 30/+.11 0 3 "0 0 3 HI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking Mater impairment

LIDDELL CREEK EAST 304.11 0 0 0 3 3 H! .......
~R~NCH

LIREKILN CREEK 308.00 0 0 0 7 7 HI No     Limited information avaiLabLe Unknok~ .......

LITTLE CREEK 304.11 0 0 0 3 3 N! No Limited Information AvaLabLe Unknown .......
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STATE MATER RES(XJRCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Uater QuaLity Condition , 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hy~lro ~ Total Fac.__~t 1

~ater Body Nemle Unit_.__~ Good IIlediate~Unknoen Size Units Sheet prob[e~’MeedOescription ProbtemSource 1 ~ N S ~

LITTLE LLAGAS CREEK 305.30 0 0 0 B 8 MI .......

LITTLE MORRO CREEK 310.21 0 0 0 7 7 M! .......

LITTLE bUR RIVER 308.00 0 0 0 ZO 20 M! Yes Limited Information Avstabte .......

LIVE OAK CREEK 305.30 0 0 0 3 3 MI

"~ LLAGAS CREEK 305.30 0 21 0 0 21 M! Yes Threat of drinking water iml~irment Point & Non-Point .......

0 Recreational impacts
Fecal CoLifom LeveLs

~1 LLAGAS CREEK (ABOVE 305.20 0 0 0 15 15 NI .......
CHESBRO RES)

~) LOCKHART GULCH CREEK 304.1Z 0 3 0 0 3 M! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Low flows
Nutrients

LOGAN CREEK 304.12 0 2 0 0 2 MI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Periodic elevated nutrients/bacti LeveLs

LOI4PICO CREEK 304.12 0 0 5 0 5 MI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
Drinking water impairment
ELevated bacteria levels

LOMPOC CANYON 314.10 0 0 0 2 2 NI No     Limited Information Available Unknown .......

LOS OSOS CREEK 310.22 0 ? 3 0 10 MI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
Drains agricuLturaL Lands, flows into
Morro Bay
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/1~192

Region 3

Rivers and Strem Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water ~uaLity Condition . 3 4 4 ~ 4 9
~Ydro Inter- Tota~L Fac___[t 1

~ster Body Na~e Unit # Good mediat.__~e ~mpa~r~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description ProbLm Source 1 ~ H $ ~

LOVE CREEK 3~.12 0 4 0 0 4 M! No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Low ftous

HACKENZIE CREEK 30~.12 0 0 0 2 2 M! No Limited !nformation AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

~AJORS CREEK 30~.11 0 5 0 0 5 HI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water impairment

HALOSKY CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 1 1 H! No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

~ARSHALL CREEK 30~.12 0 2 0 0 2 ~I Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
Lo~ fLo~s

~A$ON CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 1 1 H! No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unkno~ .......

HILL CREEK 30~.11 0 0 0 5 5 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknoun .......

M!LL CREEK (SLR) 30~.12 0 0 0 1 1 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

H[HERS CREEK 30~.13 0 2 0 0 2 H! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X

~!$SION CREEK 315.32 0 0 9 0 9 H! Yes CoLiform Non-Point X X . . X . X
PossibLe metaLs/organics in runoff

~ONO CREEK 31;.51 0 0 0 21 21 H! No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unkn~n .......

HOORE CREEK 30~.11 0 0 0 6 6 H! .......

~ORE CREEK 30~.11 0 0 0 6 6 ~! .......

HOOVES GULCH 30~.13 0 3 0 0 3 N! No Fish population decline Non-Point .......
Sedimentation
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STATE MATER RESOURCES COMTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06108192

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Qater ~llt¥ C~ition o 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter-- Total[ Fac.__.t.t 1

Qater B~ N~me Unit._____~ G~ ~imte

~K]R~N ~LCH 305.10 0 0 0 I I NI No Limit~ info~ti~ svai[mble Unk~ .......

HO~RO CREEK 310.21 0 11 0 3 I~ NI No Ab~ ~s Nm-Point X ......

S~ct ~tu~a[ Cr in ~i~t

~TAIN CHARLIE 3~.12 0 4 0 0 4 NI No S~i~tati~ N~-Po~nt .......

~LCH L~ f[~

NACIN%ENTO RI~R 3~.81 0 0 0 k5 45 HI No Limit~ info~ti~ avaft~te .......

NE~LL CREEK 3~.12 0 0 0 6 6 HI No Lfmit~ Info~ti~ Avait~te N~-Point .......

~K ~NY~ CREEK 310.2� 0 0 0 2 2 N[ No Limit~ info~ti~ avafLabte .......

OLD CREEK 310.17 0 0 0 5 5 HI No Lfmit~ info~tf~ available ~k~ .......

OLD SALINAS RI~R 3~.10 0 0 5 0 5 HI Yes Potmtiat Water G~tity Limft~ S~t Nm-Point X X . . X . X
Etevat~ fish tiss~ levels
Threat of dr~nki~ water i~i~t

PACHECO CREEK 305.40 0 0 0 20

PAJARO RI~R 305.10 0 ~0 0 0 ~0 HI Yes S~f~tati~ Point [ Nm-Point X ......
EutP~icatim
Pot~tiat i~cts to REC-1, HIGR, COLD

PALO COL~O CANY~ 308.00 0 0 0 2 2 HZ No Limit~ ]nformti~ Available .......

PANCHO RICO CREEK 3~.70 0 27 0 0 27 HI Yes [nfo avai[ab(e fr~ H~t Co. F[~ C~t. Nm-Pofnt ...... X

PESC~ERO CREEK 305.50 0 0 0 9 9 HI No Limit~ lnfo~ti~ Available ~ .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Rivers and Streams Federal L|sts
1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

~ater Bod~ Name Unit #. Good mediate ]mpai~ ,Unknot, Siz~e Unit~s Sheet. Probte~Need Description ProbLem Source 1 O N S L

PESCADERO CREEK (S. 305.50 0 0 0 13 13 I~I .......
BENITO)

PICO CREEK 310.13 0 2 0 0 2 I~I No Threat of drinking Mater impairment Non-Point .......
Abandoned mine on south fork

PICO CREEK, NO~TH 310.13 0 0 0 8 8 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......
FO~K

PICO CREEK, SOUTH 310.13 0 0 0 7 7 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown ....... f~.

PISRO CREEK 310.26 0 0 0 6 6 N! No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknou~ .......

IRAJ~SEY GULCH         305.10       0      2       0      0       2 14!     No     Sedimentation                           Non-Point .......
Threat of fish kills

RATTLESNAKE GULCH 305.10 0 1 0 0 1 NI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......

REDI~O(X) CREEK 305.10 0 3 0 0 3 NI Yes Natural barriers to fish migration Non-Point ...... X
Lou flo~s
Sedimentation

RIDER GULCH CREEK 305.10 0 0 2 0 2 NI Yes Low fto~s Non-Point . X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Threat of fish population decline

RINCO~ CREEK 315.34 0 9 0 0 9 I~I No Sedimentation Non-Point .......

RUINS CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 0 0 HI Yes Low fLo~s Non-Point ...... X
Sedimentation
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STATE~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD I~2~ATER QUALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Feders[ Lists

I
3333333
1000011

~ater O~tity Co~ition . 3 4 ~ 4 4 9

~ ~nter- Tota~t Fact I
Ueter Body Name Unit # Good mediat~Irr~ir~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescrtption p~obtee~$ource I D R S L

SAL%NAS RECLAHATION 309.20 0 0 20 0 20 R! Yes Potential uater quality Limited segtnent Non-Point X X . . X o X
CANAL Suspect toxic organics in Ag. runoff

Organics in sediments(persistent chem.)

SALINAS RIVER 309.1G 120 30 30 0 180 HI Yes    Potential Mater QuaLity Limited Segment Point & Non-Point X X X . X . X
Ag return flows carrying toxic organics
ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

SALHON CREEK 309.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes Limited information avaiLabLe .......

SALMON CREEK (BIG 308,00 5 0 0 0 5 HI Yes ASB$ Unknotm .......
SUR COAST)

SALSIPUEDES CREEK 314.20 0 0 0 5 5 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

SAM ANTONIO CREEK 313.00 0 0 0 30 30 HI No Unknown .......

SAN ANTONIO CREEK (S 315.31 0 0 0 4 4 HI .......
BARBARA COUNTY)

SAN ANTONIO RIVER 309.81 0 0 0 60 60 HI Yes Limited information avaiLabLe Unknown .......
Threat of elevated cadmium LeveLs

SAN BENITO RIVER 305.00 0 ~BO 0 0 80 HI Yes Mining activity at upstream Locations Non-Point .......
(Hernandez Reservoir)

Limited information available

SAN BERNARDO CREEK 510,22 0 5 0 0 5 HI No Abandoned mines at headwater Non-Point X ......

SAN CARPOFO~O CREEK 310.11 0 0 0 12 12 HI No Limited %nformation AvailabLe Unkn~ .......

SAN CLEHEMTE CREEK 307,00 0 0 0 8 8 HI No Limited information available Unknown .......

Page86



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1<~2 ~JATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/0~/92

Region 3"
Rivers and Stream~                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quatity,,Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro l nter___.__~ Tot s_~_.[_[ Fact I

Qintar Body N~ Unit.__.~ff Good ~iate l__~red Unkrm~n Size Units Sheet Proble~Need Descriptlqq. Prob[e~ Source I D N $ L

SAN D]EGO CREEK 311.00 0 0 0 5 5 N! No Limited inforn~tion available Unknoun .......

SAN JOSE CREEK 307.00 0 0 0 8 8 N[ No Limited !nforr~tion Available Unknoun .......

SAN JOSE CREEK (S 315.31 0 0 0 3 3 N! .......
BARBARA CO)

SAN JUAN CREEl( 305.20 0 0 0 10 10 H! .......

SAN LORENZO CREEK 309.70 0 33 0 0 33 H! Yes !nfo Available from Hont. Co. FLood Cont ...... X

SAN LONENZO R!VER 30~.12 5 5 15 0 25 H! Yes Drinking water inloair~t Non-Point X X .
Fish population decline
Sps~,ni ng impairment ~’-

I
SAN LUIS OBISPO 310.2� 8 0 10 0 18 H! Yes Fish population decline Point & Mon-Point X X . . X . X

CREEK Sedimentation
Fish pop. dec[ine/spa~ming impair~t

SAN LU!S!TO CREEK 310o2Z 0 5 0 0 5 HI No Hines at heack~aters Non-Point X
Suspect natural Cr in sediments

SAN HARCOS CREEK 309.81 0 0 0 11 11 H! No Limited information available Unkr~

SAN HIGUELITO CREEK 314.10 0 0 0 5 5 HI No Spring fed, runs year round .......

SAN SIHEON CREEK 310.13 0 7 0 0 7’ HI No Hines on creek headwaters Non-Point X ......
Suspect natural mercury in sediments
Threat of drinking water impairment

SAN VICENTE CREEK 30~.11 0 10 0 0 10 NI No     Threat ot: sedimentation Non-Point .......
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STATE~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~sterOuatity Condition . 344449
~ Inter- Tote__.~t Fac_~ 1

~ster BodyName Unit # Good medistelmpa~redUnknoun Size Units Sheet ProbtemJNeedOescription Probte~Source     1D H S L

SANTA CRUZ CREEK 314.51 0 0 0 9 9 HI No Limited Infocmation Avaitsbte Unknok~

SANTA LUCIA CREEK 309..60 0 0 0 10 10 HI No Limited information svaitsbte Unknown

SANTA HARIA RIVER 312.10 0 0 0 20 20 H! No Limited information svsitsbte Unknown .......

~ SANTA lqON!CA CREEK 315.34 0 4 0 0 4 HI No Pesticides in stream sediments Nc~-Point .......

"~ SANTA RITA CREEK 30~.81 0 0 0 12 12 HI No Limited Information Avaitsbte Unknown .......

SANTA RITA CREEK 314.20 0 0 0 7 7 Hl .......
~1 (SANTA YNEZ BASIN)

SANTA ROSA CREEK 314.20 0 12 0 0 12 HI No Abandoned mining operations Non-Point X ......
Suspect rmtucaL Ni, CP, Hg in sed/~ater
Threat of toxic bioasssy results

SANTA YNEZ RIVER 314.00 0 59 11 0 70 HI Yea Excessive TDS/Cor~uctivity Non-Point . X . . X . X
Lo~ fLoes have reduced fish survtvlt
Cotifor~ LeveLs may i~pair REC*I

SCOTT CREEK 30z,.11 0 0 0 10 10 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

SHINGLE HILL CREEK 30~.12 0 0 2 0 2 HI Yes Sedimentatio~ Non-Point . X . . X . X
Low flows
ELevated nutrient LeveLs

SHINGLE HILL GULCH 305.10 0 2 0 0 2 HI No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Lo~ flows

SHU~N CREEK 313o00 0 0 5 5 10 H! Point & Non-Point .......

,o o- m
o
~.I I I
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STATE ~/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER~JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
Rivers and Strems                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 ~ 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___.~[ Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~moafr~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description ProbLeot S.ource 1D N S ~ ..

SISOUOC RIVER 312.20 0 45 0 0 45 N! No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Ob~ectiYes violated
Seasonal flow

S~ITH CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 1 1 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

SOGUEL CREEK 304.13 0 5 0 0 5 HI Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
Sedimentation
Threat of spawning impairment                                                           r~.

SOQUEL CREEK, EAST 304.13 0 12 0 0 12 HI No     Sedimentation Non-Point .......
BRANCH

SOGUEL CREEK, W~ST 304.13 0 6 0 0 6 N! No fish popuLationdecLines Non-Point .......
BRANCH Sedimentation I

SOOTH FALL CREEK 304.12 0 0 0 2 2 MI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

STEIflER CREEK 310.13 0 0 0 6 6 HI No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

TASSAJARA CREEK 309..60 0 0 O 10 10 MI No Limited information avaiLabLe Unknown .......

TECOLOTE CREEK 315.10 0 0 0 2 2 fll No Limited Information AvaiLabLe Unknown .......

TIE GULCH 304.12 0 0 O 1 1 HI Ho Limited InformationAva|tabLe Unknown .......

TO~O CREEK 310.18 0 0 0 0 O ~I

TRES P!NOS CREEK 305.30 0 0 0 32 32 HI     No     Limited information avaiLabLe .......

TROUT GULCH 304.13 0 O 0 6 8 H! .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER GUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                FederaL Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLi~y Condition . 3 4 4 4 & 9
Hydro Xnter- Total Fact: 1

Water Body Name Unit # ~ood mediate~UnknoMn Size Units Sheet ProbLem,/NeedDescription probLem Source 1D H S ~

TULARCXTOS CREEK 307.00 0 0 0 15 15 H! No Limited information avaiLabLe Unknown .......

Ti~OBAR CREEK 304.12 0 4 0 0 4 H! No Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Periodic eLevated nutrient/bacti revers

UVAS CREEK 305.30 0 17 0 0 17 M[ ~o Poss~bte urban runoff probtema ~on-Point .......

UVAS CREEK {ABOVE 305.20 0 0 0 12 12 M! .......
UVAS RES)

VALENC|A CREEK 304.13 0 0 7 0 7 ~! Yes Fish poputation dectine Non-Point . X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Spa~ing i~ir~ent

V~LLA CREEK 310.~5 0 0 0 13 13 ~! .......

WADDELL CREEK (MAIN 304.10 0 3 0 0 3 ~! ~o Threat of drinking uater impairment Point & Non-Point .......
STE~) Threat of f~sh kf|ts

Potent~a| impacts from V,~TP discharge

WADDELL CREEK, EAST 304.10 0 0 4 0 ~ ~! Yes Drinking ,ater impairment Point & ~on-Point . X . . X . X
BRANCH Eutrophication

Fish habitat impairment

WADDELL CREEK, WEST 304.10 0 0 0 5 5 N! No Unknown .......
BRANCH

MtLLO~CREEK 308.00 0 0 0 5 5 H! No     Year round flow .......

ZAYANTE CREEK 304.12 0 8 0 0 8 H! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
High turbidity, increased nutrient Load
Fecal CoLiform
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992UATER~UALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date :

Reg~ 3-
Satine Lakes                                                                                                                      Federa| L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Conditi~ . 344 ~ ~ 9
H~d~o Inter- Tota~ Fact 1

~ater Body Na~ne Unit # §oocl mediatel__mpair~ Unk~wn Size Units Sheet Probtem/HeeclDescription Probte~Source 1D

SOOA LAKE 311.00 0 0 0 12800    12890 AC     No ..... X .
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STATE 5LATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 5LATER QUALITY ASSESST~ENT Report Date : 06/08/92

Region 3
5let tnnde                                                                                                                          Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

5later Omtity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac___t 1

5later Bo<:J?/ Name Unit de Good mediate ]nloair~ Unke~:)wn. Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1 D ~l S L

ANTONELLiS POND 304.12 0 1:) 0 0 12 AC No elevated bateria Levels No~-Point .......

CONCONAN LAGOON 304.13 12 0 0 0 12 AC No Hinor exceedence of bacteria criteria Nail-Point .......

CORRALITOS LAGOON 305.10 0 0 0 50 50 AC .......

LAKES/BLACK 0 0 0 900 900 AC Yes Non-Point ..... X .DUNE 310.32
LAKE

Threat of sedimentation

ESPINOSA SLOUGH 309.10 0 160 160 0 320 AC Yes Return Ag flails carrying pesticides. Non-Point X X . . X . X
Objectives violated

GOLETA POINT NIARSH 315.31 0 0 0 0 0

GRAVES ~TLAND 314.10 0 0 0 30 30 AC No Bordered by 50~ urban, 50~ ag. Land .......

LOS CANEROS I~TLAND 315.31 0 0 0 30 30 AC Unknown .......

I~ARINA PONDS 309.10 0 0 0 5 5 AC No .......

NORO COJO SLOUGH 309.10 0 200 145 0 345 AC Yes Sedimentation No~l-Point X X . . X . X
Receives direct discharge from Ag drains
Threat of ambient toxicity/ Hyper sa|ine

NEARY ~ S LAGOON 304.12 0 0 0 35 35 AC No                                               Unknofln .......

OCEANO LAGOON 310.31 0 105 0 0 105 AC Yes Agricultural runoff Non-Point .......
Limited data avai[ab|e
Excessive rule growth
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STATE ~/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 I~ATER GUALITY ASSESSI~NT Report Date :

Region 3 "
~et tm~s                                                                                                                         Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

i~ster gus[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fac___~

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediste Impair~ Unknok~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description. Problem Source 1 O

OSO FLACO LAKE 312.10 0 320 0 0 320 AC Yes Candidate for the EPA 30/~(l) tong list     Non-Point ..... X .
Trace amounts of heavy mets|s, herbicide
Threat of sedimentation

SALINAS LAGOON 309.10 0 0 163 0 163 AC Yes Agricultural runoff carting tox|cs Non-Point X X . . X . X

SCH;/AN LAKE 30~.12 0 0 32 0 32 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point X X . . X X X
Excessive plant growth
Fish kills                                                                             I~.

SO,tEL LAGOON 30~.13 0 0 2 0 2 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point . X . . X . X
~j~tives violated

Bacteria and nutrient levels

TENSLADERO SLOUGtf 309.10 0 75 75 0 150 AC Yes Elevated fish tissue Severs Non-Point X X . . X . X
Objectives violated
Elevated pesticides in fish tissue

TEQUISQUITA SLOUGH 305.40 300 0 0 0 300 AC No .......

YOUNGER’S LAGOON 30~.12 0 0 0 10 10 AC No Limited information available .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 I~ATER QUALITY ASSESSlqENT RepoPt Date : 06/09/9~

Region 4
Bays and Harbors                                                                                                                  Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Neter QuaLity Condition . ] 4 4 4 4 9
~yclro inter- Total Fact: 1

Hater Body H~me Unit # _~ood n~diate ~ Unkn~ Size Units Sheet Prob[em~Need Description ProbLem Source 1 D N S ~

ALA~ITOS BAY 405.12 0 285 0 0 285 AC No Heavy nleta|s Non-Point X ..... X
Marina impacts
Recreational impacts

CHANNEL ISLANDS 403.11 0 220 0 0 220 AC No ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs Non-Point .......
i~) HARBOR Pesticides

J KING HARBON 405.12 40 §0 0 0 90 AC Yes Heavy metals Non-Point X ..... X
"~ Narina impacts

~ ELevated sheLLfish LeveLs

"~1 LONG BEACH HARBON 405.12 0 0 840 0 840 AC Yes ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X . X
"~1 (INNER) HeaLth ~dvisory in effect, PCB~s ¯ NAS

~ LOS ANGELES HARBON 405.12 0 0 1260 0 1260 AC Yes ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
CO (INNER) HeaLth advisory in effect

Objectives violated

RARINA DEL REY 405.13 0 0 354 0 354 AC Yes ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X . X
HARBOR Threat of toxic bioassay results

Threat of fish population dactine

PORT HUENEME 403.11 0 0 121 0 121 AC No Toxic poLLutants Non-Point X X . . X . X
(HARBOR) Heawmeta[s

Ni[itary impacts

SAN PEDRO BAY 405.12 0 10200 500 0 10700 AC No     PubLic health concern Point & Non-Point X . . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
ELevated sheLLfish tissue tevets

VENTURA HARBOR 403.11 223 1~5 5 0 423 AC No Suspected heavymetats, DDT, chlordane Non-Point X . . . X . X
Recreational impacts
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER {ZlJALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 4 .
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federal L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water gus~ity Condition . 34444 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___~ Fact: 1

Water Body Name Unit_____~#Good mediate ~ Unknot. Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Prob|m, Source

BALLONA METLANDS 405.13 0 0 150 0 150 AC Yes Fishery and Mitdlife habitat impairment Point & Non-Point . X . . X . X
~etLands alteration
Rare and endangeredspecies i~oaime~t

COLOIU~DO LA6OON 405.12 0 0 13 0 13 AC Yes High coliform cou~ts No~-Point X X , . X . X
Elevated shellfish tissue levels

OONINGUEZ CHANNEL 405.12 0 0 8 0 8 HI Yes Etevated she(Irish tissue levela Point & Non-Point X X , , X o X
TIDAL PRISH U~ban runoff I~.

Historic DDT deposition to sediment

LOS ANGELES RIVER 40~.12 0 ~ O 0 ] HI Yes Urban runoff Hon-Point .......
(TIDAL

I~LIIU LAC~X)I~ ~0/~.]I 0 0 29 0 29 AC Yes Eutrophication Point & Non-Point
Threat of recreatioP~[ i~pacta

NCGRATH LAKE ESTUARY ~05.11 0 ~0 0 0 40 AC No Suspected pesticides Nm-Point .......

I~JGU LAGOON 40].11 0 0 1500 0 ISO0 ~C Yes Elevated fish tissue levels Hon-Point X X . . X , X
Elevated she[Irish tissue |evel$
Sedime~tatio~

SAN 6~BRIEL RIVER 405.15 0 0 ] 0 ] HI Yes Elevated fish tissue levels Point & No~-Point X X , , X , X
(TIDAL PRISH) Fish abnoma[ities

Threat of toxic bioasssys

SANTA CLARA RIVER 403.00 0 0 0 60 60 AC No .......
ESTUARY
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~TER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09192

Region 4
Estuaries                                                                                                                        Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality C ,o~l,itio~. . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter~ Tota__l Facet 1

Nmter B~N~me Unit # G~ ~iate~Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Pr~l~NeedOescriptim Pr~[e~l$~rce      I O N S L,

I/ENTURA RIVER 402.10 0 0 10 0 10 AC     Yes Eutr~icati~ N~-Point .... X . X

ESTUARY Threat of ~[ic health c~ern
Threat of rare & enda~. $~ie$ i~|r.
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER OUALITY ASSESS!dENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 4 "
Ground ~fater                                                                                                                      Federa[ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota__l Fact I

Nmter B~ Ne~ Unit # G~ ~iate ~ Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Prob[~Need Description Pr~[em S~rce I D N $ ~

ACTON VALLEY 403.55 0 20 2 0 22 SOHI Yes Drinking water i~irment Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water iml~ir~nt

ARROYO SANTA ROSA 403.63 0 6 0 0 6 S~l! Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Point & Non-Point .......
VALLEY

COASTAL PLAIN - L.A. 405.10 450 21 29 0 500 S(;~!! Yes Drinking water h~pairment Point & Non-Point ....... ~,
Sattwater intrusion
Fue! teaks/roe pot [ution                                                               f~"

CONEJO VALLEY 403.6/+ 0 4 0 0 /+ SO~II Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......

CONEJO-TIERRA REJADA 0 0 0 0 0 Yes Area[ extent unknown ....... ~.-
VOLCANIC AREAS

~

HIDDEN VALLEY 40/+.26 2 I 0 0 3 SOl~I Yes Threat of drinking water i~ire~t Non-Point ....... 0

NUN~Y VALLEY 403.43 3 I 0 0 4 S~I Yes Threat of drinking water irnpain~r~mt Non-Point .......
High ~turat[y ~curring et~t$

LAS P~AS VALLEY 403.62 /+I 37 1 0 ~ S(;li~I Yes Drinking water i~irment Non-Point .......
Objectives vioJ.ated

Threat of objectives violated

LOCKk~:X]D VALLEY 403./+4 15 5 0 0 20 S~:~II Yes Threat of objectives violat~ Non-Point .......
High ~turally ~curring et~ts

LO;JER SANTA CLARA 403.11 0 146 100 0 2~ S~I Yes Drinking water impoir~t Point & Non-Point .......
RII/ER VAL.(I/ENTURA Threat of drinking water i~i~t

CO) (:~)j act ires violated
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 199~P MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0610919Z

Regio~ /+
Oro~md Mater                                                                                                                      Federal. L|sts

3333333
1000011

Water Qu~L.,i,,tY C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota__t Facet I

Mater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ired Unkno~ Size Units. Sheet probt,,e~VNeed Descriptio~ Problem Source 1 O N S L,

NALIBU AREA 40~.21 0 0 1 0 1 SQ~f! Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
Objectives violated

OJAI VALLEY /+02.32 10 3 0 0 13 SON! Yes Threat of drinking water il1~pairment Non-Point .......

PLEASANT VALLEY /+03.12 13 34 0 0 /+7 SQ~41 Yes Threat of drinking water impai~ent Non-Point .......
Threat of objectives violated

RUSSELL VALLEY       4~.25 0 I 0 5 6 SON!    Yes    Threat of drinking water impair~ment .......

SAN FERNAN~ VALLEY /+05.21 ~) ]2 50 20 192 SONI    Yea    Drinking water i~in~ent Point & Non-Point .......

De$iQr~eted EPA S~rf~ site
Fuel Leek$/V~ pollution

SAN ~BRIEL VALLEY    405.41 ~     40 ~ 0      2~ SGql    Yea    Drinking water i~irn~-ont Point & Non-Point .......

De$igr~ted EPA S~rf~ site

Fuel teaks/V~ ~x~ttution

S!N! VALLEY /+03.67 0 0 25 0 25 S~I Yes Drinking wmter impai~t Non-Point .......

THOUSAND OAKS AREA 403.68 0 § 0 0 5 SQflI Yes Threat of drinking water impah-me~t Non-Point .......

T%ERRA REJADA VALLEY ~03.65 0 0 0 1 1 SOA41 Yes .......

UPPER OJA! VALLEY /+02.31 0 3 0 0 3 SON! Yes Threat of objectives violated Non-Point .......

UPPER SANTA ANA /+81.20 0 10 20 0 30 SQ~I Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
VALLEY (LA COUNTY)

UPPER SANTA CLARA    403.51 53 37 0 0 90 SON! Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
RIVER VALLEY (LA Threat of objectives violated
CO. )
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STATE UATER RESOURCES C~TROL BOARD 1992WATERQUALITY ASSESS~tENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 4 -
Ground Water                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 344449
Hydro Inter- Totat Fec.__~t 1

Water Body N~rne Unit # Good mediate~/mair~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet    Probte~NeedDescription Probte~Source     10 N S ~

~NT~A RIVER VALLEY 402.10 0 § 5 0 10 S~I    Yes Drinking water impairment Point & Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water impail~ent
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992MATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regio~ 4
Lake~ and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federa~ L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Quality Conditio~ . 3 6 4 4 4 9

~ %nten- Tota~ Facet I
Water Body Neme Unit~# Good mediate~Unkno~ Siz__~e Unit~ Shee.__~t problem/NeedDescriptio~ Prob[mSource 1,.~

BELVEDERE PARK LAKE 405.15 0 2 0 0 2 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue Levels No~-Point ..... X .
Eutrophication

BIG SANTA ANITA 405.33 0 0 0 17 17 AC No .......
RESERVO%R

~
BOUQUET RESERVOIR 403,52 628 0 0 0 628 AC No- . ......

"~ CALABASAS LAKE 404o21 0 21 0 0 21 AC Yes EuLrop~ication Non-Point

0 Sedimentation

~1 CASITAS LAKE 402.20 0 2720 0 0 2720 AC No Turbidity viotations Non-Point ..... X X

CASTAIC LAKE 403.51 2630 0 0 0 2630 AC Yes .......

J~ CASTAIC LAKE LAGOON 403.51 0 197 0 0 197 AC Yes Recreational impacts Non-Point ..... X X
Co[fformexceedences
Eutrophication

COGS~LL RESERVOIR 405,43 0 0 0 160 160 AC No Drained .......

CRYSTAL LAKE 405,43 0 0 5 0 5 AC Yes Eutrophication .... X X X
Lo~ Mater Level
Recreatiena[ impacts

DRY CANYON RESERVOIR 403o51 0 0 0 58 58 AC No Intermittent - currently dry .......

ECHO PARK LAKE 405,15 0 15 0 0 15 AC Yes Threat of elevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point ..... X .

EL DORADO PARK LAKE 405,15 0 22 0 0 22 AC Yes Threat of elevated fish tissue Levels ..... X .
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region ~
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Feder~ Lists

3333333
1000011

Wster QuaLity Condition . 3 6 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit.___.~# Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probtee~/Need Description ProbLe~ Source 1 D.M S, ,~ ,

ELEANOR LAKE 404.26 0 8 0 0 8 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point ..... X X
Urban runoff

ELIZABETH LAKE 403.51 0 0 90 0 90 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point .... X X X
Receding water [eve[ due to drought
Suspected elevated coliform LeveLs

GARVEY RESERVOIR 405.61 0 0 0 1610 1610 AC Drained for maintenance .......

HARBOR PARK LAKE 405.12 0 0 50 0 50 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X X X
Eutrophication
HeaLth aKJvisory in affect-chLordane> FDA

NOLLENBECK PARK LAKE 405.15 0 0 0 5 5 AC Yes Lake is drained for maintenance .......

HUGHES LAKE 403.51 0 0 60 0 40 AC Yes Lake |s drying up due to drought Non-Point X X . . X X X
PubLic health concern

LEGG LAKE 605.61 70 O 0 0 70 AC Yes .......

LINCOLN PARK LAKE 405.15 0 5 0 0 5 AC Yes Eutrophication ..... X .

LINDERO LAKE 404.23 0 16 0 0 14 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point .......

LIVE OAK RESERVOIR 405.40 0 0 0 77 77 AC No Intermittent - currently dry .......

HALIBU LAKE 406.24 0 55 0 0 55 AC No ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point ..... X .
Suspected ~Jtrophicat ion
Sediment a t i on

HATILIJA RESERVOIR 402.20 0 126 0 0 126 AC No Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X .
Eutrophication
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STATE MATER RESOURCES COMTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Re~io~ 4
Oceans m d Open Bays                                                                                                               Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Wmter Quality C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

1~ Inter- Tota!. Facet

Water Body N~me Unit # Good mediate~ireclUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescription Problem Source ~D

ANACAPA iSLAND 606.10 21280 O 0 0 21280 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

HEARSHORE - PO]HT 11710 0 0 0 11710 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

MUGU TO LATIGO POINT

SAN CLENENTE ISLAND 406.50 80512 0 0 0 80512 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

SAN NICOLAS ISLAND 406.20 102528 0 0 0 102528 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

AND BEGG ROCK Threat of military impacts

SANTA BARBARA iSLAND 406.30 16000 0 0 0 14000 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

SANTA CATALINA 40~.40 17936 0 0 0 17936 AC Yes Area of special biological significance .......

iSLAND (AREAS

SANTA t~ONICk BAY 405.13 0 239500 16500 0 256000 AC Yes Elevated fish tissue levels Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X

(CO. LINE TO PT Sediment contamination

FERMIN) Recreational impacts (surf zone)
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STATE t~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 tJATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region
Rivers and Strem                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~L Fac.__~t 1

tJater Body N~me Unit # Good Irmdiete ~ Unkno~m Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1 D I~ S L

ALISO CREEK (L.A, /.05.21 0 15 0 0 15 HI Yes Urban runoff Non-Point .......
RIVER TRIBUTARY)

AL]SO CREEK (S. /.03.21 0 0 0 9 9 H! Yes .......
CLARA RIV. TR[B. VEN
CO)

ARROYO CONEJO /.03.68 0 3 0 7 10 I~I Yes Suspected fisheries habitat degradation Point .......

ARROYO LAS POSAS /.03.62 0 8 0 0 8 !~I Yes Point & Non-Point X ..... X r~.

ARROYO SANTA ROSA /.03.6/. 0 0 0 8 8 I~I Yes .......

ARROYO SECO /.05.15 0 7 1 10 18 H% Yes Transient shelters in channel Non-Point X . . . X . X I
IUrban runoffliLLegaL dueotng in chan~eL

Public health concern

ARROYO SIHi /.03.63 0 15 0 0 15 HI Yes                                           Point & Non-Point X ......

BALLONA CREEK /.05.13 0 6 0 0 6 H! Yes Coliform exceedences Non-Point X ......
Public health concern
Urban runoff

BEARDSLEY ~/ASH /.03.61 0 0 5 0 5 HI Yes Agricultural wastewater Non-Point X X . . X . X
Sedimentation
DDT, DDE, DDD in sediment

B~ET CANYON CREEK /.03.51 17 0 0 0 17 HI Yes .......

BRI:~tNS CREEK /.05,21 0 2 0 0 2 HI Yes Urban runoff Non-Point .......

BULL CREEK /.05.21 0 10 0 0 10 H! Yes Urban runoff Non-Point .......
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER QUAL[TY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regi~ 4
Rivers a~l Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater ~tity C.~iti~ . 3 4 4

~ Inter- Tota~ Facet I

Water Boc~y Name Unit # Good ~,dtate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Descriptio~ Problm. So~.rce 1 D M S L

8URBANK-UESTERN 405.21 0 6 0 0 6 H! Yes Urban runoff Point & Non-Point .......
CHANNEL High

CALLEGIJAS CREEK 403.11 0 0 11 0 11 N! Yes ELevated fish tissue (evels Non-Point X X . . X . X
Elevated shellfish tissue levels
Objectives violated

CANADk DE LOS ALAHOS 403.43 0 0 0 6 6 HI Yes .......

CAN~II)A LARGA 402.10 0 0 0 5 5 ~q! Yes Intermittent stream .......

CASTAIC CREEK 403.51 8 0 0 0 8 [ql Yes .......

CATTLE CANYON CREEK 405.43 16 0 0 0 16 NI Yes .......

CO~PTON CREEK 405.15 0 8 0 0 8 ~1I Yes Urban runoff Non-Point .......

CONEJO CREEl( 403.12 0 10 0 0 10 ~ll Yes Chloride objective exceeded Point & Non-Point .......
High phosphate and ammonia
Threat of fish kills

COYOTE CREEK (S. 405.15 0 17 0 0 17 HI Yes High nutrients, coliform, and TDS from Point & Non-Point .......
GABRIEL RIV. the upper watershed (Region
TRIBUTARY) Urban Runoff

COYOTE CREEK 402.20 3 0 0 0 3 HI Yes .......
(VEN.RIV,TRZS.)

DQH[NGUEZ CHANNEL 405.12 0 7 0 0 T Hi Yes Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X ..... X
Threat of toxic bioassay results

GOAHAN CREEK 403.43 0 12 O 0 12 H! Yes High fluoride Non-Point .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 4

Rivers and Stream                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac.___t 1

Water ~ody Name Unit # Good mediate ]maair~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description ProbLem Source 1 D

HOPPER CREEK 403.41 0 10 0 0 10 14! Yes Objectives violated Non-Point .......
High TDS

HOT SPRINGS CANYON /,03.41 0 5 0 0 5 14I Yes Objectives violated Non-Point .......
CREEK High fluoride and boron

LION CREEK 402.20 9 0 0 0 9 HI Yes .......

LITTLE SESPE CREEK 403.32 0 5 0 0 5 141 Yes Objectives violated Non-Point ....... J~"
High sulfur and TDS r~.

LOCla~O00 CREEK 603.44 0 11 0 0 11 MI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point .......
High boron ~.-

ILOS ANGELES RIVER 405.15 0 28 0 0 28 141 Yes Urban runoff Point & Non-Point X ......
(LONER) Threat of drinking water impairment

LOS ANGELES RIVER 40S.21 0 18 7 0 25 141 Yes Urban runoff Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
(UPPER) LocaLized high VOCs and arrmonia

Threat of drinking water impairment

¯ !gEA CREEK 404.24 0 7 0 0 7 141 Yes Suspected sedimentation Non-Point X ..... X

NALIBU CREEK 40~.21 0 6 3 0 9 14I Yes Fish pop(dation dec|ins Non-Point .......
Spa~ning impairment
Sedimentlt i o~

RATILIJA CREEK 402.20 7 0 0 0 7 141 Yes .......

HATiLIJA CREEK 402.20 5 0 0 0 5 14! Yes .......
(NORTH FORK)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER~UALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92 ¯

Region 4
R~vers and Stre~’~s                                                                                                                Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Concl~tion . 3
~ydro Inter- Tota_.~L rac.__~

~er B,oa~Name      Unit # Goc~. mediatelm~a~r~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Prob[e~NeedDescr~ption Prob[e~Source

~IATILIJA CREEK ~02.20 0 0 0 9 9 HI Yes .......
(UPPER NORTH FORK)

PACOINA WASH ;05.21 0 14 0 0 14 NI Yes Urban runoff No~-Point .......

~’) PIRU CREEK 403.42 55 4 0 0 59 NI Yes TD$, sulfate, boron objectives so, times N~-Point .......

I
exceeded

"~ PIRU CREEK (SOUTH 403.44 0 3 0 0 3 HI Yes Naturally occurring sulfur enrichment .......

~ FORK)

~1 POLE CANYON CREEK 403.51 0 T 0 0 7 N! Yes O~jectives violated .......

~ High sutfate and TDS

tJ1 REVOLON SLOUGH 403.11 0 0 9 0 9 N! Yes E|evatedfish tiss~e revers Nen-Point X X . . X . X
~ ELevated shellfish tiss~ revers

Threat of drinking ~ater impairment

RIO HONO0 ;05.~I 0 20 0 0 20 MI Yes Urban r~ff Non-Point X ......
OrQanlc ch~icats

SAN ANTONIO CREEK 481.23 0 0 0 23 23 HI Yes .......
(CROSSES INTO R~CB
8)

SAN ANTONIO CREEK    402.20 16 0 0 0 16 HI Yes    Intermittent flow .......
(VENTURA TRIBUTARY)

SAN FRANCISQUITO     403.51 20 0 0 0 20 MI Yes .......
CANYON CREEK
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Rag|on 4 "
Rivers and Strem Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~/mter OuaLity Condft~on . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1

~/ater Body N~ne Unit # Good mediate ~m~a~red Unknot~ Size Units Sheet Problel~/Need Descriptio~ Prob[e~l Source

SAN GABRIEL RIVER 405.43 15 0 0 0 15 HI Yes Threat of recreational in,acts No~-Po|nt .......
(EAST FORK) Unpermitted dumping of trash and debris

SAN GABRIEL RIVER 405.15 0 9 9 0 18 HI Yes Toxic bioassay results Point & Nofl-Po|nt X X .....
(L(~IER) High

Urban runoff

SAN GABRIEL RIVER 405.43 6 0 0 0 6 HI Yes    Threat of recreational impacts .......
(NORTH FORK)

SAN GABRIEL RIVER 405.41 0 42 0 0 42 I~I Yes Urban runoff Point & Non-Point .......
(UPPER) Threat of drinking water impairment

SAN GABRIEL RIVER 405.43 18 0 0 0 18 MI Yes Threat of recreatio~l impacts .......
(~ST FORK) Threat of fisheries habitat degradation

SAN JOSE CREEK 405.41 0 16 0 0 16 HI Yes Urban runoff                               Point & Non-Po|nt .......

SANTA ANA CREEK 402.20 10 0 0 0 10 HI No .......

SANTA CLARA RIVER 403.00 0 79 0 0 79 HI No Urban a~d agricuLturaL runoff Non-Point .......
LocaLized exceedences of sulfate,
chloride, and nitrate objectives

SANTA PAULA CREEK 403.20 14 0 2 0 16 HI Yes Natural oil seeps in the area Non-Point .......
Fisheries habitat degradation

SESPE CREEK 403.30 45 0 0 0 45 HI Yes .......

SISAR CREEK 403.21 5 0 2 0 7 HI Yes     Natural oil seeps in the area Non-Point .......
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STATE I~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 i~ATER QUALITY ASSESSMEI|T Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 4
Rivers ~ Streems                                                                                                                Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Q~[ity Conditim . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ ~ Total Fac~ I

Qeter B~ Ne~ ~ G~ ~imte ~ir~ Unk~ Siz~ ~it~ Shee~ Pr~[m/N~ Descriptim Pr~[m S~rce 1 D M S ~

TAPO CANYON CREEK ~03.~I 0 I0 0 0 10 NI Yes High TDS a~ sulfate N~-Point .......

Agricultural r~ff

TRIUNFO ~ANY~ CREEK 4~.2~ 0 ? 0 0 7 NI Yes S~t~ s~i~tati~ N~-Po~nt X ..... X

TUJUNGA ~ASH ~05.21 0 I0 0 0 I0 NI Yes Ur~n r~ff N~-Point .......

VENTURA RIVER 402.10 0 0 6 0 6 HI Yes Low dissolv~ oxygen/high ~il Point & N~-Point X X . . X . X

(L~R) Fish kltts/excessive plant gr~th

VENTURA RIVER 40Z.ZO 9 0 0 0 9 ~ Yes .......

(UPPER)

~RDU~ ~ASH 405.~1 0 8 0 0 8 RI Yes Ur~n r~ff N~-Point .......

~AL~T CREEK 405.41 0 13 0 0 1~ RI Yes Ur~n r~ff N~-Polnt .......

MHEELER CANY~ CREEK 403.~1 0 6 0 0 6 fl] Yes ~j~tiv~ vio[at~ .......



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~ALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region1 5
Estuaries                                                                                                                        Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Ouat, ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac._.~t 1

Mater Body N~me Unit # Good mediate ~ired Unknown    Size Units Sheet    Prob[e~Need Description Prob[e~ Source 1 D M $ L

DELTA MATERMAYS 544.00 0 0 46000 0 46000 AC Yes HeaLth adviaor~es for Hg Non-Point X X . . X . X
Fisheries habitat impairment
Elevated Dioxin, ~esticides
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992k~ATER GLIALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5.

GroundWater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

~ater Quality Condition . 346469
Hydro Inter- Tota~ Fact 1

~ater Body Na~e Unit ~ Good I~mdiatelm~ai~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet probLem/Need Descr~ptio~ Probte~Source 1D N S ~

ALTURAS BASIN 5-2 0 0 0 0 O .......

AHERICAN VALLEY 5-10 7 0 0 0 7 .......

ASH VALLEY 5-56 0 0 0 10 10 .......

BEAR VALLEY (SB) 5-~ 0 0 0 13 13 .......

BEAR VALLEY (TL) 5-81 0 0 0 3 3 .......

BERRYESSA VALLEY 5-20 0 0 0 4 4 .......

BIG VALLEY 5-4 0 120 40 0 160 .......

BRITE VALLEY 5-80 4 0 0 0 4 .......

BUCHER S~ANP VALLEY 5-42 0 0 0 3 3 .......

BURNEY CREEK VALLEY 5°48 0 0 0 4 4 .......

BURNS VALLEY 5-17 2 0 0 0 2 .......

BUTTE CREEK VALLEY 5-51 0 0 0 4 4 .......

CASTA]C LAKE VALLEY 5-29 2 0 0 0 2 .......

CAYTON VALLEY 5-45 0 0 0 3 3 .......

CEDAR GROVE AREA 5-72 0 0 0 6 6 .......

CHO~CHILLA B PORT 5-22 0 0 0 230 230 .......

Page 112



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~NT Report Date : 06/09/9E

Region 5
Ground Mater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater guatity C~iti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fact I

Water B~Ne~ Unit # G~ ~imte~iredUnkr~ Size Unfts Sheet pr~l~Ne~De$cripti~ Pr~l~S~rce I D N S ~ ,,

CHOMCHILLA BASIN 5.22 200 0 30 0 2~0 S~ll Yes Drinkin9 water i~irment .......

PONT

CHRONE TOgNAREA 5-61 0 0 0 5 5 .......

CLEAR LAKE CACHEFH 5-~ 0 0 0 36 36 SONI .......

CLEAR LAKE PV 5-67 0 0 0 34 34 .......

CLOVER VALLEY 5-58 0 0 0 23 2~ .......

COLLAYO~ql VALLEY 5-19 7 0 0 0 7 .......

COYOTE VALLEY 5-18 0 6 0 0 6 .......

CUDDYCANYONVALLY 5-B2 0 0 0 3 3 .......

CUDDY RANCH AREA 5-83 0 0 0 6 6 .......

CUODY VALLEY 5-8~+ 0 0 0 4 4 .......

CUHNINGS VALLEY 5-27 13 0 0 0 13 .......

DELTA - NENDOTA 5.22 65 0 300 0 365 SQfll Yes Drfnk~ng water impairment .......

BASIN PORT

DELTA NENDOTA PC~T 5-22 0 0 0 365 365 .......

DIXIE VALLEY 5-53 0 0 0 7 7 .......

DRY BURNEY CREEK 5-49 0 0 0 5 5 .......

VALLEY
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Dete : 06/09/9Z

Region. 5-
Ground Uater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ster OusLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1
~,~er Bod~Name Unit # Good mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet ProbLem~NeedDescription ProbLem Sour;e     1D

E SAN JOAQUIN PORT 5-22 0 0 0 1140 1140 .......

EASTERN SAN JOAQUIN 5.22 1020 0 120 0 1140 SQH] Yes Drinking water impairment
COUNTY BASIN PORT

EGG LAKE VALLEY 5-41 0 0 0 7 7 .......

ELKCREEK AREA 5-62 0 0 0 6 6 .......

FALL RIVER VALLEY §-5 100 20 0 0 120 ....... f~.

FANDANGO VALLEY 5-39 0 0 0 26 26 .......

%,,-
GOOSE LAKE VALLEY 5-1 55 20 0 0 75 .......

J

GOOSE VALLEY 5-47 0 0 0 8 8 .......

GRAY VALLEY 5-52 0 0 0 10 10 .......

GRISSLY VALLEY 5-59 0 0 0 17 17 .......

N]GH VALLEY 5-16 3 0 0 0 3 .......

HOT SPRINGS VALLEY 5-40 0 0 0 11 11 .......

HUI4BUG VALLEY 5-60 14 0 0 0 14 .......

INDIAN VALLEY (REG 5-9 20 0 0 0 20 .......
5Y)

INNS VALLEY 5-79 0 0 0 8 8 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992MATER GUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Ground Mater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Quality Condition . 344 ~ 49

~ Inter- Total Fact I

~at~r Bc~!yName Unit # Good mediat~~Unknoun Siz__..~e Units Sheet ProCter/Need Description PrdolemSource 1D R S ~

JESS VALLEY 5-3 9 0 0 0 9 .......

KAMEAH BASIN PO~T 5,22 520 0 170 0 690 SQM[ Yes Drinking ~ater impairment Non-Point .......

KELSEYVILLE VALLEY 5-15 25 5 0 0 30 .......

KERN CNTY B PORT 5-22 0 0 0 2770 2770 .......
I

"~ KERN COUNTY BASIN 5.22 1770 0 2000 0 3770 SQMI Yes Drinking Mater impairment .......

~ PONT Agriculture irq~ir~nt

Fuel teaks/VOCpottution

~ KERN RIVER VALLEY 5-25 70 0 0 0 70 .......

tJ1 KINGS BASIN PORT 5.22 380 30 1200 0 1610 SQMZ Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point .......

LAKE ALHANOR VALLY 5-7 7 0 0 0 7 .......

LAKE BRITTON AREA 5-46 0 0 0 23 23 .......

LAST CHANCE CREEK 5-57 0 0 0 5 5 .......
VALLEY

LITTLE iNDIAN VALLEY 5-65 0 0 0 3 3 .......

LONG VALLEY 1 5-31 0 0 0 3 3 .......

LONG VALLEY 2 5-44 0 0 0 5 5 .......

LOS BANOS CREEK 5-70 0 0 0 8 8 .......
VALLY
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 199Z MATER QUALITY ASSESSI4ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Ground I~ater                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Ouatity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~L Fac___~t I

Mater B~ Name Unit # G~ ~iste ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probl~Ne~ Descripti(~ Pr~L¢~ $~ce I D N $ L

LOMER LAKE VALLEY 5-30 0 4 I 0 5 .......

I~ADERA BASIN PORT 5.22 530 0 50 0 580 SOHI Yes Drlnki~ water i~ir~ent .......

HANACHE NE~OMS AREA 5-76 0 0 0 6 6 .......

NCCLOUD AREA 5-35 0 0 0 I~ 106 .......

NERCEO BASIN PORT 5.22 5/+6 0 I/+/+ 0 6~ S~I Yes Dri~i~ ~ater i~iment Non-Point .......

NILI POTERA AREA 5-85 0 0 0 5 5 .......

I~]OESTO BASIN PORT 5.22 0 0 33 30]’ 3/+0 S~I Yes Dri~i~ water i~|~t Non-Point .......

I~00~ PLATEAU PVA 5-33 0 0 0 650 650 .......
(REG 5)

Is~00C PLATEAU RVA 5-32 0 0 0 375 375 .......
(REG 5)

HOHAMK VALLEY 5-11 6 0 2 0 8 .......

I40UNT SHASTA AREA 5-34 0 0 0 295 295 .......

NTN HEADO~JS VALLEY 5-8 10 0 0 0 10 .......

N FORK BATTLE CREEK 5-50 0 0 0 14 1/+ .......
VALLEY

pANOCHE VALLEY 5-23 50 0 0 0 50 .......

pIT RIVER & ALT, S    5-2.01 115 25 0 0 140 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 5
Gr~ Water                                                                                                                     Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

laater Quality Conditio~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- To~ Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknot~n ~ Units Sheet Problem]Need Description Problem So~lrce " 1 D M S ~ ,
FK

PLEASANT VALLEY 5-22 0 0 0 260 260 .......
PO~T

PONDOSA TO~N AREA 5-38 0 0 0 15 15 .......

POPE VALLEY 5-6~ 0 0 0 15 15 .......

REDDING BASIN 5-6 410 100 0 0 510 .......

ROCKHOUSE MEADO~ 5-78
°

0 0 0 5 5
VALLEY

ROCKY PRA]RE VALLEY 5-43 0 0 0 5 5

ROUND VALLEY (REG 5) 5-36 15 0 0 0 15 .......

SACATC~ CANYON 5-77 0 0 0 6 6 .......
VALLEY

SACRAMENTO COUNTY 5.21 723 0 27 0 750 SQHI Yes Drinking water impairment .......
BASIN PORT

SACRAMENTO VALLEY 1 5-55 0 0 0 810 810 .......

SACRAMENTO VALLEY 2 5-21 4400 500 100 0 5000 Yes Drinking water impairment .......
Objectives vio[ated

SACRANENTO VALLEY 5.21 4920 0 80 0 5000 SQMI . Yes    Drinking water impairment .......
BASIN
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATER I;KJALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Region. 5
Gr~ ~ater                                                                                                                      F~raL L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

~ater q~k~ty Co~iti~ . 3 ~ 4 4 ~ 9

~ Inter- Total Fac~
gater B~ Na~ Unit # G~ ~iate ~ Unk~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~Ne~ Descripti~ Pr~t~ S~rCe 1 D N S L

SAN J~IN VALLEY 5-22 ~ 500 100 0 8500 Yes Drinki~ water i~i~t .......
~j~t ives v~o[at~

SCOTT VALLEY 5-1& & 0 0 0 & .......

SIERRA VALLEY 5-12 100 ~0 0 0 1�0 .......

SPRINGVILLE AREA 5-7& 0 0 0 1~ 1~ .......

SQUA~ VALLEY (FRESNO 5-24 8 0 0 0 8 .......
C~TY)

ST~YF~D T~ AREA 5-63 0 0 0 7 7 .......

T~ ~LL AREA 5-37 0 0 0 7 7 .......

TRACY BASIN P~T 5.22 0 0 10 5~ 570 S~l Yes Dri~f~ water ~ir~t N~-Point .......

TULARE LAKE BASIN 5.22 610 0 170 0 ~ S~] Yes Dri~i~ water i~t .......
~T

TULARE LAKE P~T 5-22 0 0 0 910 910 Yes .......

TULE BASIN P~T 5.22 ~0 0 90 0 ~0 S~] Yes Drinki~ ~ater i~r~t .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL B(3ARD 19921LATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Orour£1Water                                                                                                                Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition o 344 ~ ~ 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_._~[ Fact

~ate~ Body Maem Unit # Good mediate~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet    ProbLe~VNeedDescription                  Probte~nSourc~     10 H S L

TURLOCK BASIN PO4~T 5-22 465 0 80 0 545 SO#4! Yes    Drinking uater impairment .......

UPPER LAKE VALLEY 5-13 10 5 0 0 15

VALLECtTOS CREEK5-71 0 0 0 20 20 .......
VALLEY

WALKER BSN CREEK5-26 ~6 0 0 0 ~6 .......
VALLEY

~ARH SPRINGS VALLEY 5-2°02 85 15 0 0 100 .......

I~STS%DE BASIN PORT 5.22 200 0 8L+O 0 10~0 ~I    Yes .......

YELLOW CREEK VALLY 5-56 0 0 0 5 5

YOSENITE VALLEY 5-69 0 0 0 10 10 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region

Lakes and Reservoirs Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

~ %nter- Tota~ Facet I
Wa~er Body Name Unit # Good medist.__.___~e]m~a~___~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtenl/NeedOescription ProbLem Source

ALNANON LAKE 518.41 0 28070 0 0 28070 ..... X ¯

ALOHA LAKE 514.35 0 0 0 630 630 .......

AHADOR LAKE 532,40 0 385 0 0 385 ..... X ¯

ANGORA LAKES (SN) 517.34 0 0 0 18 18 .......

ANTIOCH NUNICIPAL 543.00 0 55 0 0 55 ..... X . r~
LAKE r~

AZURE LAKE 5~d+.10 0 0 0 32 32 .......

BARE ISLAND LAKE 540.40 0 0 0 2 2 .......

BASS LAKE (NADERA 540.22 0 1165 0 0 1165 ..... X .

BAYLEY LAKE 526.52 328 0 0 0 328 .......

BEACH LAKE 510.00 0 0 295 0 295 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point X X . . X X X
Threat of fish poputationdecLine
Threat of objectives violated

~RRYESSA LAKE 512.21 0 0 20700 0 20700 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue levels Non-Point X X . . X X X
Recreational impacts
Threat to wildlife

BETHANY RES 543.00 0 140 0 0 140 ..... X .

BIG HEAR LAKE (BEG 540.40 0 0 0 11 11 ..... X .
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER GUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/0~/92

Region 5
Lmkes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Ltsts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota.~_~[ Fac.__~ 1

W~ter Body Name Unit# Good mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedOescription Problem Source 10 N S ~

BIG FIVE LAKES 556.20 0 0 0 7 7 .......

BIG LAKE 526.41 0 973 0 0 973 ..... X .

BIG SAGE RES 526.54 5267 0 0 0 5267 ..... X .

BINGARAN LAKE 536.60 0 0 0 12 12 .......

BLACK BUTTE RES 522.12 0 4560 0 0 4560 X .... X .

BLACK LAKE 518.44 0 0 0 10 10 .......

BLAIR RES (NEV CO) 517.41 0 0 0 4 4 ..... X .

BLUE LAKE 526.53 0 163 0 0 163 .......

BLUE LAKE, LOUER 513.51 0 75 0 0 75 .......

BOHN LAKE. LO~ER 512.30 0 50 0 0 50 .......

BO~AN LAKE 517.33 0 0 0 825 825 .......

BOX LAKE 526.33 0 0 0 20 20 .......

BRITTON LAKE 526.31 0 1293 0 0 1293 ..... X .

BUCKS LAKE 518.42 0 1852 0 0 1852 ..... X ,

BULLARDS BAR RES 517.51 0 4810 0 0 4810 ..... X .

CANANCHE RES 531.20 0 7700 0 0 7700 AC     Yes Fish kitts Non-Point X .... X ¯
Fisheries habitat degradation
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~JAL%TY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                                    Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro lnter~ Totat Fact I

Nater B~ Ne~ Unit # G~ reed|ate ~ Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Probl~Need Descripti~ Pr~tm S~rce I, D N S ~r

C~P FAR MEST RES 516.31 0 2680 0 0 2~0 ..... X .

CASTE LAKES 517.3/+ 0 0 0 85 85 .......

CHERRY LAKE 536.50 1765 0 0 0 1765 .......

CHIEF LAKES 540.60 0 0 0 220 220 .......

CHI~iTO LAKE 540.40 0 12 0 0 12 .......

CLEAR LAKE 513.52 0 0 43000 0 43000 AC Yes E|evate~J fish tissue levels Non-Point X X . . X X X
Eutr~ication
Recreati~[ a~ fish i~cts

COI4BI E LAKE 516.33 0 360 0 0 360 .......

CONCOU RES 518.60 0 280 0 0 280 ..... X .

CONTRA LONA LAKE 5~+3.00 0 81 0 0 81 ..... X .

COURTRIGHT LAKE 552.33 0 0 0 1440 I~40 .......

COM MEADO~ LAKE 536.51 0 0 0 17 17 .......

C~ESTA LAKE 518.42 95 0 0 0 95 ..... X .

:’eYSTAL LAKE (REG 5) 553.41 0 0 0 12 12 .......

DALLAS-MARNER LAKE    542.30 0 0 0 3800 3800 ..... X .

t~AVIS CREEK RES 513.32 0 0 290 0 290 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue revels Non-Point X X . . X X X
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATERQUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes ~d Reservoirs                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Nater Quetity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1

Nster BedyName Unit # Good mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescription Pr,.ob~e~.So~.rce 1D N S ~

DAVIS LAKE 518.34 0 0 0 4026 4026 Limited information ..... X .

DEER CREEK LAKE 517.20 0 56 0 0 56 ..... X .

DEERHART LAKE 518.45 0 0 0 7 7 .......

i DON PEDRO RES 536.32 0 12960 0 0 12960 AC Threat of elevated fish tissue Levers Non-Point X .... X .

"~ DONNELL LAKE 534.41 0 0 0 430 430 .......

DOROTHY LAKE (REG 5) 536.60 0 0 0 481 481 .......

~1 DORRIS RES 526.52 1060 0 0 0 1060 .......

O) DUCK LAKE 534.50 0 0 0 10 10 .......

EAST LAKE (TULARE 522.33 0 0 0 25 25 ..... X ,
CO)

EAST PARK RES 522.33 0 1818 0 0 1818 AC Yes Threat of e[eyated fish tissue levels Non-Point X .... X .
Limited sampling
Rercury exceeds HIS criteria in edible

ED I SON LAKE 540.40 0 0 0 1880 1880 .......

EGG LAKE 526.42 594 0 0 0 594 .......

ELEANOR LAKE (REG5) 536.53 0 0 0 948 948 .......

ELLIS LAKE 515.40 4 0 0 0 4 ..... X .

EMERALD LAKE 523.22 0 0 0 3 3 .......
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Region 5.

Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Otmtity Condition . 3 4 4 6 4 9
HYdro Inter- Totat Fact I

Nater Body Name Unit__# Good mediat___.~el~redUnknow~. Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbtemSource

EMIGRANT LAKE 514.36 0 0 0 16 16 .......

ENGLEBR[GHT LAKE 517.14 0 815 0 0 815 ..... X .

EVERGREEN LAKE 536.20 0 0 0 5 5 .......

FEATHER LAKE 526.35 0 0 0 8 8 .......

FLORENCE LAKE 540.40 0 0 0 962 962 .......

FOLSOM RES 514.23 0 11650 0 0 11450 X .... X .

FORDYCE LAKE         517.34     T30      0       0      0     7"50 ....... ~’-

IFORM!~ LAKE 514.46 0 0 0 6 6 .......

FRANCIS LAKE 517.14 0 105 0 0 105 .......

FRENCH LAKE 517.53 0 0 0 337 337 .......

FRENCH MEADOWS LAKE 514.42 1418 0 0 0 1418 ..... X .

FRENCHHAN LAKE 518.36 1470 0 0 0 1470 .......

FROG LAKE 532.60 0 0 0 6 6 .......

GLEN LAKE 518.44 0 0 0 2 2 .......

GOLD LAKE 518.42 0 0 0 14 14 .......

GOOSE LAKE (REG 5X) 518.33 0 0 0 30 30 .......

Page 124



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATEROAJALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federa| L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water OusLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fac.__~t 1

Water Body Name      Unit #    Good mediat~e~edUnkno~m Size Units Sheet    Problem/Need Description                  Problem So, tee     1D

GOOSE LAKE (KEG 5Y) 527.20 0 124160 0 0 124160 .......

GRANITE LAKE (REG 5) 536.20 0 0 0 7 7 .......

GROUSE LAKE 514.33 0 0 0 6 6 .......

HEATHER LAKE 553.41 0 0 0 10 10 .......

HELL HOLE LAKE 514.45 1250 0 0 0 1250 .......

HENDERSON LAKE 532.40 0 31 0 0 31

HETCH HETCHY RES 536.60 1960 0 0 0 1960 .......

HIDDEN LAKES 518.44 0 0 0 1 1 .......

HIGHLAND CREEK 513.54 146 0 0 0 146 .......

NOCKETT LAKES (C) 553.42 0 0 0 7 7 .......

flO~SESHO~ LAKE 552.34 0 0 0 12 12 .......

HUgE LAKE (EAST 552.34 0 85 0 0 85 ..... X .
SIDE)

HUNTINGTON LAKE 540.52 0 0 0 1435 1435 .......

ICE HOUSE LAKE 514.33 67~ 0 0 0 678 .......

ICEBURG LAKE 540.60 0 0 0 35 35
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Region 5 .
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~Jater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Total Fac___~t 1

~Jater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknown Siz__e Unit__.__s Sheet Problem/Need Description Proble~l Source 1 D N S L

INDIAN VALLEY (REG 513.40 4000 0 0 0 4000 ..... X .

5X)

IRON CANYON 5P6.15 510 0 0 0 510 .......

IRON CANYON RES 526.15 0 0 0 432 432 .......

ISABELLA LAKE 554.21 0 11400 0 0 11400 AC Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X .

JACKS LAKE 526./+6 64 0 0 0 64 ..... X .

JACKSON NEADO~FS 517.43 1030 0 0 0 1030 ..... X .

JEFF DAVIS LAKE 532.0[] 0 0 0 62 62 .......

JENKINSON LAKE 532.25 0 0 0 640 640 .......

KA~AH LAKE 553.64 0 1940 0 0 1940 AC Elevated fish tissue levels Non-Point X .... X .
Sedimentation
Threat of recreational impacts

KERCKBOFF LAKE 5/+0.11 0 160 0 0 160 .......

KESI~ICK RES 524.40 0 450 200 0 650 AC Yes Fish population decline Non-Point X X . . X . X
Recreational impacts
Objectives violated

LEOPOLD LAKE 536.51 0 0 0 8 8 .......

LITTLE BEAR LAKE 526.35 0 0 0 5 5 .......

LITTLE GRASS VALLEY 518.26 0 1423 0 0 1/+23 ..... X .
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STATE MATER RESOURCES COt4TROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 5
Lakes ~ Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federa| Lists

3333333
1000011

gater Ouslity C~iti~ . 3444 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~l Fact I

Mater Body Name      Unit # Good ped|ate[mpairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescri,ption Pnob|e~Sounce 1D N S ~
LAKE

LITTLE LAKE 55233 0 0 0 12 12 .......

LITTLE SPANISH LAKE 552.33 0 0 0 5 5 .......

~’) LOIS LAKE 514.45 0 0 0 25 25 .......

I LONG LAKE (2) 514.55 0 0 0 10 10 .......
"~ (PLACER)

LONG LAKE (3) 518.33 0 0 0 141 141 .......
~ (PLUNAS)

LOS BANOS RES 535.50 470 0 0 0 470 .......

~ LOST CREEK LAKE 518.23 118 0 0 0 118 .......

LOST LAKE (1) 534.41 0 0 0 8 8 .......
(TUOLU~NE)

LOST LAKE (FRESNO) 540.22 0 0 0 30 30 ..... X .

LOIJER BEAR RES 532.60 746 0 0 0 746 .......

LO~R ROCK LAKE 517.33 0 0 0 7 7 .......

HACUHBER LAKE 507.12 0 85 0 0 85 .......

RAGEE LAKE 526.34 0 0 0 5 5 .......

HAHNOTH POOL 540.40 1100 0 0 0 1100 .......
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992t~ATER OUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__~L Fac___~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good leediete~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Probte~NeedDescrtption ProbLem Source 1D M S,~ .....

MAN~NITA LAKE 540.34 26 0 0 0 26 .......

~RSH CREEK RES 543.00 0 0 375 0 375 AC Yea Etevated fish tiss~e [eve[a Non-Point . X . . X X X

MARY LAKE (RE6 5) 536.60 0 0 0 74 74 .......

RCCLOUO LAKE 505.23 0 520 0 0 520 .......

RCCLURE RES 537.22 0 7110 0 0 7110 AC Threat of etevated f~sh tissue levels Mon-Point X ......

#CK%NSTRY LAKE 517.3~ 0 0 0 10 10 .......

NCS~AIM LAKE 537.10 312 0 0 0 312 .......

MELONES RES 534.22 18~3 0 0 0 18~3 .......

RENDOTA POOL 535.71 0 0 0 500 500 ..... X .

MERLE COLLINS LAKE 517.13 975 0 0 0 975 .......

RERRIAH LAKE 540.40 0 0 0 20 20 .......

MILLERTON LAKE 540.23 4900 0 0 0 4900 ..... X ¯

MINERS RANCH LAKE 515.40 0 52 0 0 52 .......

MIRROR LAKE 540.51 0 0 0 6 6 .......

MOSQUITO LAKE, LOUER 532.60 0 4 0 0 4 .......

I, IOtJNTAIN MEADOg LAKE    518.45 5746 O 0 0 5746 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992~ATER~IUALZTY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes ~Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federa[ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water O,ua[ity Corx~iti.on . 3 4 4 4 ~ 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~l Fact I

gater Body Name Unit # Good ~-diste ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet    ProbtL~a/Need Description Pra~te~ Source     1D

NJD LAKES (E) 552.33 0 0 0 ~ 4

NATOI~ LAKE 514.21 560 0 0 0 540 .......

NEIL LAKE 540,18 0 0 0 2 2 .......

NELLIE LAKE 540,51 0 0 0 12 12 .......

NE~ HOGAN LAKE 533,10 0 0 0 4410 4410

NOBEL LAKE 531.10 0 0 0 5 5 .......

NYD%VER LAKES (M) 540,60 0 0 0 8 8 .......

O~NEILL FOREBAY 541,20 0 2250 0 0 2250 ..... X

~OV[LLE LAKE 518,12 0 15808 0 0 15808 ..... X ,

PAR/~)ISE RES 521,30 0 165 0 9 165 ..... X ,

PARDEE RES 532,60 0 2136 0 0 2138 AC     Yes Threat of elevated fish tissue revers     Non-Point X .... X ,

Limited sanYpting

PETER PANDE 540.60 80 0 0 0 80

PHOENIX LAKE (REG 5) 517,34 0 0 0 16 16 ..... X

PINE FLAT RES 552,32 0 5970 0 0 5970 AC Threat of recreatic~at impacts Nc~n-Point ..... X .

RA%NBO~ LAKE 524.35 0 113 0 0 113 .......

RELIEF RES 53~.41 0 288 0 0 288 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 gATER QUALITY ASSESSI~ENT Report Date : 06109192

Region S-
Lakes and Reservofrs                                                                                                              Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water ouatity Condition . 344449
~ Inter- Tota~k Fact I

Wirer B~ N~      Unit # G~ ~imte~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Pr~l~NeedDescripti~ Pr~te~S~rce I D N ~ L

RONERTS RES 526.61 0 ~0 0 0 ~0 ..... X .

ROCK CREEK LAKE (REG 514.51 0 55 0 0 55 .......

ROCK CREEK LAKE (REG 518.42 0 80 0 0 80 .......
5~)

ROCKBOUND LAKE 514.45 0 0 0 108 I~ .......

ROLLINS RES 516.34 0 825 0 0 825 Threat of elevst~ fish tissL~ levels     N~-Point X .... X .
Li~it~ $~[ieg

~OOSEVELT LAKE 536.~ 0 0 0 60 60 .......

RCX~! LAKE 514.35 0 0 0 20 20 .......

S P LAKES (SE) 514.5~ 0 0 0 15 15 .......

SADDLE LAKE 518.42 0 0 0 9 9 .......

SALT SPRINGS LAKE 532.D0 0 0 0 963 963 .......

SAN LUIS RES 542.32 12700 0 0 0 12700 ..... X .

~N LUISWASTEWAY 535.10 0 50 0 0 50 .......

SARDINE LAKE 517.54 0 0 0 62 62 .......

SAUCER LAKE 518.~3 0 0 0 7 7 .......

SCOTTS FLAT RES 517.20 0 ~0 0 0 720 ..... X .
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STATE WkTER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 19~2WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Region 5

Lakes a~J Reservoirs Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality C ,oqdition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___.L Fac__~t 1

~a;er Body Na~ne Unit__# Good ff~:liat._..___~e]ml~air~Unknowr~. Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescriptiorz Problem Source 1D M S L

SEQUOIA LAKE 552.34 0 95 0 0 95 Threat of recreational impacts Nort-Point .......
Threat of eutrophication

SHADOW LAKE 526.35 0 0 0 12 12 .......

SHASTA LAKE 506.1 0 29480 20 0 29500 AC Yes Fish kilts Non-Point X X . . X X X

SHAVER LAKE 540.25 0 0 0 2177 2177 ..... X .

SHRtNER LAKE 532.60 0 0 0 3 3

SISKIYOU LAKE 525.22 430 0 0 0 430 ..... X .

SLY CREEK RES 518.23 0 562 0 0 562 ..... X .

SMITH LAKE 518.34 0 0 0 80 80 .......

SNAG LAKE (SUTTE CO) 518.80 0 98 0 0 98 ..... X ,

SNAG LAKE (SIERRA 518.33 0 20 0 0 20 ..... X .
CO)

SNAKE LAKE 518.52 0 100 0 0 100 ..... X ¯

SOLANO LAKE 511.20 0 125 O 0 125 ..... X .

SPAULDING LAKE 517.54 674 0 0 0 674 .......

SPIDER LAKE 514,44 0 0 0 42 42 .......

STAR LAKE 518.44 0 0 0 90 90 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06109/92

Region
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro |nter- Tota.____~.[ Fac__~t 1

~ater Body Name Unit.__._~# Good I~.~liate ~ Unknoun Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Descriptim Probte~ Source 1D N S L

STAR LAKES (N) 537.40 0 0 0 2 2 .......
(LONER)

STERLING LAKE 517.34 0 0 0 112 112 .......

STONY GONGE RES 522.22 0 1274 0 0 1274 X .... X , ~.

STRAI~ERRY LAKE 540.51 0 0 0 6 6 .......

SUCCESS LAKE 555.12 0 2400 0 0 2400 Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X .
Threat of recreational |mp~cta f~"

SUN,qIT LAKE (I) 536.20 0 0 0 7 7 .......
(ALPINE) I
SLII~IT LAKE (2) 534.50 ~ 0 0 0 13 13 ....... 0
(FRESNO)

SWANP LAKES (W) 552.34 0 0 0 12 12 .......

SWAN LAKE 526.35 0 0 0 11 11 .......

THERNALITO AFTERBAY 515.40 0 4550 0 0 4550 ..... X .

THERRALITO FOREBAY 515.40 0 330 0 0 330 .......

THOIPSON LAKE 518.42 0 0 0 5 5 .......

THREE LAKES (NW) 518.42 0 0 0 16 16 .......

THURSTON LAKE 513.51 0 500 0 0 500 ..... X .
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Region 5
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quatity Condition . ] k 4 4 k 9

~ Inter- Tota._.J.t Fact 1
Umter Body Name Unit # Good mediate~Unknoml Size Units Sheet Probtem/Need Descriptio~ Probte~Source 1D N S ~

TULARE LAKE 558.30 0 0 0 60000 60000 ..... X .

TULE LAKE 526.43 0 320 0 0 320 .......

TULLOCH LAKE 534.22 1260 0 0 0 1260 ..... X .

TUIN LAKES (N) 540.40 0 0 0 10 10 .......

TNIN LAKES (S) 540.40 0 0 0 10 10 .......

UNION RESERVOIR 534.50 0 0 0 147 147 .......

UNION VALLEY 514.34 2860 0 0 0 2860 .......

VEE LAKE 540.~0 0 0 0 50 50 .......

VERNON LAKE 536.60 0 0 0 45 45 .......

VO6ELSANG LAKE 537.60 0 0 0 15 15 .......

QACA LAKE 514.35 0 0 0 5 5 .......

~AHO0 LAKES (N~) 540.40 0 0 0 10 10 .......

NALTUN LAKES 540.40 0 0 0 2 2 .......

UEST VALLEY LAKE 526.53 0 970 0 0 970 ..... X ,

~ISHON LAKE 552.33 0 0 0 1025 1025 .......

~ISKEYT(~ RES 524.61 0 3151 100 0 3251 AC     Yes Recreationat impacts Non-Point , X . . X . X
Cotiform bacteria
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER I~UALITY ASSESSJ4ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Lakes and Reservoirs Federal L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Oua[ity Condition . 3 4 ~ ~ 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~t Fac___~t

~te~ Body Neme Unit # Good med|atelmlaa~r~Unkno~. Size Units Sheet Prob|em/NeedDescriptic~ ProbkemSource 1 p H S L ,

URIGHT LAKES (NM) 554.24 0 0 0 5 5 .......

URIGHTS LAKE 514.33 65 0 0 0 65 ..... X .

YUBA RESERVOIR 516.32 0 0 0 8 8 .......



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER GUALITY ASSESS~tENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 5
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

HYdro ~ Tota~l Fact I

~er B~x#yNa~ Unit # 6~ ~im~ %~iredUnkr~ Size Units Sheet Pr~L~NendDescription Pr~le~ S~rce 10 N S L

N~ERICAN RIVER, 519.21 7 0 23 0 30 NI Yes Toxic bioassay results N~-Point X X . . X . X
LOMER Threat of e[evatad fish tiss~ levels

Elevatad mercury levels

N4ERICAN RIVER, 514.41 80 0 0 0 ~0 N! .......

~ ~IDDLE FORK

~ A~IERICAN RIVER, 514.51 100 0 0 0 100 ~I .......
¯ -~ NORTH FORK

ANERICAN RIVER, 514.~1 95 0 0 0 95 ~! . . , j . . .

"~1 SOUTH FORK

ANTELOPE CREEK 509.6~ 0 0 0 10 10 .......
"~1 (SACRANENTO)

ARCADE CREEK 519.21 0 0 0 1 1 .......

ATKINS CREEK 508.10 0 0 0 2 2 ~! .......

BAILEY CREEK 507.10 0 0 0 8 8 ~I .......

BATTLE CREEK 507.10 0 66 0 0 66 Inadequate flows, high temperature Non-Point .......
Fisheries habitat degradation

BEAR CREEK 507.22 0 6 0 0 6 HI Threat to fisheries habitat Non-Point .......
Inadequate ftows

BEAR CREEK (SAN 531.20 0 0 0 66 66 .......
JOAGN)

Page 135



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Re~ion 5
Rivers and Streemm                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
I 0 0 0 0 1 1

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 6 6 6 ~ 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_._~[ Facet 1

W~ter Boo~Ha~e Unit # Good I~edietel~iredUnkno~m Size Units Sheet    Prob[e~t/HeedDescription ProbLe~Source

BEAR RIVER (FEATHER) 515.1D 0 77 O 0 77 Inadequate flows, high temperature Non-Point
Fisheries habitat degradation

BEAR RIVER 532.60 0 0 0 20 20
(NOKELU~NE)

BIG CHICO CREEK 509.10 64 0 0 0 64

BURNEY CREEK 526.32 0 15 0 0 15 MI Threat to fisheries habitat Non-Point ....... f~.
Inadequate flows

BUTTE CREEK 520,00 0 87 0 0 87 Inadequate fLo~s, no fish screens Non-Point .......
Fisheries habitat degradation

CACHE CREEK 511.30 0 126 0 0 126 NI Yes Threat of elevated fish tissue LeveLs     Non-Point X ......
Threat to fisheries habitat
Inadequate fto~s

CALAVERAS RIVER 533.00 0 80 0 0 80 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
Inadeq~te flows

CANTUA CREEK 551.10 0 10 0 0 10 Yes Threat to aquatic Life Non-Point .......
AgricuLturaL wastewater

CHERRY CREEK 536.51 0 i 0 0 1 H! Threat to fisheries habitat Non-Point .......
Inadequate flows

CHICO CREEK 509.10 0 1 0 0 1 HI Threat to fisheries habitat Non-Point .......
Inadequate fto~s
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Region 5
Rivers and Strea~                                                                                                                Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Qua|fLy Condition . 34444 9
Hydro inter- Tote| Fac___~.t 1

Mater Body Name Unit ~ Good mediatet~redUnkno~ Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1 p M $ L

CHONCHILLA RIVER 539.10 64 1 0 0 65 Threat to aquatic habitat Non-Point .......
Inadequate fto~s
Loss of fish and wiLdLife habitat

CHURN CREEK 508.10 0 19 0 0 19 HI Yes Sedimentation ...... X

0
CLAVEY RIVER 536.40 35 0 0 0 35 .......

I
"~ CLEAR CREEK 524.60 42 15 0 0 57 Threat to aquatic habitat Non-Point .......

~ Inadequate flows
Gravel mining

~1 COLUSA DRAIN 5Z0.21 0 0 70 0 70 MI Yes ELevated fish tissue tevets Non-Point X X . . X . X
Toxic bioassay results
Toxic bioassay results

COSU~NES RIVER 531.00 0 0 0 80 80 .......

COTTONMXX) CREEK 508.20 0 143 0 0 143 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
Gravel mining
Agricultural wastewater

COM CREEK 508.10 21 28 0 0 49 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
insufficient data to confirm
Aquatic Life impairment

CRYSTAL CREEK 524.63 0 0 0 I 1 HI Insufficient data . Non-Point .......

DEER CREEK 50~.20 61 10 0 0 71 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
(SACRANENTO) Inadequate flows

Poor fish passage
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Region ~

Rivers and Stre~me                                                                                                                Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac___~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediat~ ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1D N $ L

DEER CREEK (TULARE) 555.20 0 58 0 0 58 Threat of fish popu|ation decline Non-Point .......

DELTA (S.J. AT 543.00 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes Dioxin discharge Point X X . X X .
ANTIOCH) Elevated fish tissue levels

Sediment criteria exceeded

DIGGER CREEK 507.12 0 3 0 0 3 NI Threat to fisheries habitat Non-Point ....... CO
Inadequate flows

DINKEY CREEK 552.33 23 0 0 0 23 :

DOLLY CREEK 518.54 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes Aquatic impairment Point
Human health impairment                                                              i~’-
Hine drainage

DOgfllE RIVER 517.33 20 0 0 0 20
DRY CREEK 519.21 0 37 0 0 37 X ......
(SACRANENTO)

DUNN CREEK 543.00 0 0 9 0 P HI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X X . X . X
Fish population decline
Elevated mercury levels

EAST BR. OF N, F. 518.53 0 0 100 0 100 NI Yes     Sedimentation ...... X
FEATHER RIVER

ELDER CREEK g GERBER 504.20 62 0 0 0 62

ETICUERA CREEK 0 1 0 0 1 Ml Threat to aquatic life Non-Point .......
Hea~" metals
Insufficient data
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Region 5
Rivers and Stream~                                                                                                                Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

~a~er OuaLit¥ Condition . 344449
Hydro Inter- Tota____~L Fac_._~t 1

~ater Body Name Unit__~# Goo~ mediatelmpa~r~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Prob[eeVNeedOescription ProbLmS~urce 1D M S ~

FALL RIVER (FEATHER) 518.32 25 0 0 0 25 .......

FALL RIVER (PIT) 526.40 0 0 25 0 25 NI Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
Eutrophication
Fisheries habitat degradation

FEATHER RIVER, LO~ER 519.22 0 0 60 0 60 N! Yes    ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X . X
Toxic bioassay results

FEATHER RIVER, N FK 518.30 0     83 30 0     113 NI      Yes    Recreational impacts Non-Point .......
Sedimentation

FEATHER RIVER, N FK 518.40 31      66 0 0 97 NI Yes    ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X ......
Fisheries habitat impairment
Inadequate f[o~s, sedimentation

FEATHER RIVER, N FK, 578.50 0 17 0 0 17                Fish population decline Non-Point .......
E BRANCH

FEATHER RiVER, S FK 518.20 40 0 0 0 40 .......

FRENCH RAVINE 516.32 0 0 1 0 1 N! Yes Bacteria objectives violated Non-Point . X . . X . X

FRESNO RIVER 545.00 0 75 0 0 75 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
Inadequate flows

GARZAS CREEK 542.20 16 0 0 0 16 .......

GRINDSTONE CREEK 522.23 0 32 0 0 32 E(evated metals concerns Non-Point X ......
Insufficient data
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Region
Rivers and Streams Federal Lists

1
3 3 3 3 3 3 3
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 6 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__~[ Fac____~t 1

Water Bod~ Name Unit # Good I~ediate ]_]_~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Prob|em/Need Description Problem Source 1D M S L

HARLEY GULCH 513.51 0 0 8 0 8 MI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X X . X . X
Threat of fish population decline
Threat of elevated fish tissue levels

HAT CREEK 526.36 0 15 0 0 15 N[ Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
Inadequate ftows

HO~SE CREEK 526.20 0 0 2 0 2 HI Yes Fish kitts Non-Point X X . . X . X
Fish population decline                                                                   J~"
Objectives violated                                                                   I~.

IfUNBUG CREEK 517.32 0 0 9 0 9 NI Yea Fish poputation decline Non-Point X X . . X . X
Heavymetats
~ine drainage

HUNTING CREEK 0 1 0 0 1 HI Yes Limited sa~pting                          Non-Point .......
ELevated metals

INDIAN CREEK 518.54 0 50 0 0 50 Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
Threat to aquatic habitat

JARES CREEK 512.24 0 0 6 0 6 N] Yes Fish popu|ation decline Non-Point X X , . X . X
Etevated fish tissue revels
Nine drainage

KANAKA CREEK 517.42 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes    Drinking water impairment Non-Point X X . . X . X
Threat of fish po~Jlation decline
Nine drainage

KA~EAH RIVER (LO~/ER) 553.40 0 39 0 0 39 Loss of fish and wildlife habitat Non-Point .......
Inadequate flows

Page 140



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992~ATER GUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09192

Region 5
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                               Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water guatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tota_.~[ Fac__~t 1

~pter ~od~N~le Unit # Good eediate~mpa~redUnknoun Size Units Sheet problem/NeedDescription ProbLe~lSource ! D N S L

KA~/EAN RIVER (UPPER) 553.40 0 38 0 0 38 Fisheries habitat degr~l~tion Non-Point .......
Inadequate flows

KERN RIVER (LObIER) 554.40 0 74 0 0 74 Fisheries habitat degradation .......

i Irmdequ~te flows

,; KERN RIVER (UPPER) 554.40 0 90 0 0 90 Fi#heries habitat degradation .......

I Inadequate flows

~
KINGS RIVER (LO~R) 551.90 65 0 30 0 95 NI Yes Objectives vioteted Non-Point X X . . X . X

E[evated fish tissue LeveLs

~1 KINGS RWER (NAIN 551.90 0 81 0 0 81 Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
FORK) Degraded fish habitat

Inadequate flows

KINGS RIVER (UPPER 551.90 0 38 0 0 38 Degraded fish habitat Non-Point .......

M. FORK) Inadequate fLo~s

LINOA CREEK 519.21 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Threat of PCBs Non-Point X ......
Aquatic Life impairment

LITTLE BACKBONE 506.20 2 0 1 0 3 NI Yes Fish kilts Non-Point X X . X X . X
CREEK Fish population decline

Objectives violated

LITTLE BUTTE CREEK 521.30 0 8 0 0 8 NI Yes    Sedimentation .......
Nutrients

LITTLE CLIPPER CREEK 516.34 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Threat of fish poputation decline Non-Point X ......
Threat of elevated fish tissue levels
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Region 5
Rivers and Streams Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

gater auetity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__._~L Fact 1

N~ter Body Name Unit # Good mediate In, air, Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1D

LITTLE CON CREEK 507.33 16 15 2 0 33 N! Yes Fish population decline Non-Point X X . . X . X
Hire drainage

LITTLE GRIZZLY CREEK 518.54 0 0 10 0 10 N! Yes Fish population decline Non-Point X X . X X . X
Rine drainage

LITTLE PANOCHE CREEK 0 1 0 0 1 HI Limited information Non-Point .......
No impairments to beneficial uses

LITTLE gOLF CREEK     516.32 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Threat of fish population decline Non-Point .......
Objectives viotated I~.

LONE TREE CREEK 531.40 0 0 15 0 15 HI Yes Fish population decline gon-Point . X . . X . X
Dairies ~’-

LOS GATOS CREEK (REG 559.20 0 41 0 0 41 Yes Threat of drinking water impai~t Non-Point .......
5)

HARIPOSA CREEK 5]8.00 0 0 0 12 12 .......

HARSH CREEK 54].00 0 0 24 0 24 HI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X X . X . X
Fish population decline
ELevated fish tissue [evets

HCCLOUD RIVER 505.24 59 1 0 0 60 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X ......

N~RCED RIVER, LO~R 535.00 30 0 60 0 90 HI Yes ELevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point X X . . X . X
Toxic bioassay results

Pesticides

~RCEO RIVER, UPPER 537.00 30 60 0 0 90 .......
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Regiofl 5
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lis~s

3333333
1000011

Water Oue|ity Condition , 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro ]nter- Tota_~[ Fsc___~t 1

Wst~r Body Hame Unit # Goad mediate lmpair~ Unknol~n Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Prob|em Source 1 D H S L

HIDDLE CREEK 508.10 0 0 3 0 3 HI Yes Sedimentation ...... X

H|DDLE RIVER 544.00 0 0 30 0 30 HI HeaLth adviaories ~or H2 X X
Elevated ~ish tissue LeveLs

HILL CREEK (1~       552.~0       ~      1       0      0      10                Limited ~amp~ing                        Non-Point ¯       .

HILL CREEK (2) 509°42 0 60 0 0 60 Fisheries habitat de~r~l~t i on Non-Point
Inadequate

le~)KELU~NE RIVER, 531.20 0 0 28 0 28 HI Yes Fish kiLLs Non-Point X X . , X . X
LO~R Acid minedrainage, [o~

ELevated metals LeveLs

HOKELi~NE RIVER, 532.00 83 1 0 5~ 140 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
UPPER [nadequate f Lows

~ SLOUGH 541.20 0 0 16 0 16 HI Yes Aquatic Life i~irments Non-Point X X . , X . X
Setenium, TDS, boron
Pesticides, toxicity

NATOe4AS EAST iqAIN 51~.22 0 0 12 0 12 HI Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . , X . X
DRAIN Toxic bioassay results

Aquatic L~fe impairments

OLD RIVER 544.00 0 0 48 0 ~8 HI Yes     HeaLth advisory ~or mercury Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue

OflESTIHBA CREEK 541.10 0 0 3 0 3 HI . .Yes Toxic bioasaay results Non-Point . X . . X . X
Threat of f~sh
Pesticides
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Region 5
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total fac___~t 1

~eter Body Neme Unit # Good mediete~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescription Probim$ource 1D H S L

OMENS CREEK 535.70 0 0 0 55 55 .......

PANOCHE CREEK 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
Selenium
Aq~tic life impairment

PIT RIVER            506.00       0    ZOO       0      0     200 HI             Sedimentation                           Non-Point ....... CO
Eutrophication
Fisheries habitat degradation

PO~T OF STOCKTON 544.00 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes Elevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point . X . . X . X
Aquatic life impairment
Dioxin                                                                                 ~.-

IPOSO CREEK 555.50 0 76 0 0 76 NmoPoint .......

PUTAH CREEK 511.10 88 1 0 0 89 Fisheries habitat degradetion Non-Point X
Inadequate flows

RED BANK CREEK 504.23 0 0 0 23 23

RISING RIVER 526.34 5 0 0 0 5 .......

ROARING RIVER 552.34 17 0 0 0 17 .......

RUBICOM RIVER 514.40 65 0 0 0 65 .......

SACRANENTO R.(SHASTA 508.10 0 12 60 0 ~ MI Yes Fish kills Non-Point X X . X X . X
DAN TO RED BLUFF) Eteveted fish tissue revels

Spm~ming impairment

SACRANENTO RIVER 511.20 20 20 0 0 40 .......
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Re~io~ 5
Rivers ~ Stre~                                                                                                                F~rmt Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ Inter- Tot~ Fac~ 1
~ter B~ N~ Un~t~ G~ ~ete ~ Unk~ S~ze Units Sheet Pr~[~N,~ Descriptim Pr~ S~rce
{ABOVE S~ASTA LA~E}

SACR~ENTO R~VER     500.0~ 0 155 30 0 185 ~ Yes DrUnken9 ~a~er ~ir~t Nm-Point X X
{RED BLUFF TO DELTA) E~e~t~ fish tiss~ [e~e[~

Toxic bJoassay results

S~LT SL~GH 5~1.20 0 0 21 0 21 N~ Yes    Aquatic t~fe ~ir~ts
Seteni~, TDS,,~r~
Pestfci~s, toxfcf~y

~N CARLOS CREEK     5~2.20 0 0 1 0 1 HI Yes    Drfnki~ water i~i~t N~-Point X X X . X . X
Threa~ of f~sh

SAN J~]N R[~R 5~.00 125 ~ 1~0 0 ]~0 ~] Yes Fish ~ta~i~ dectf~ N~-Pofnt X X . . X . X
ELevat~ fish tfss~
Toxfc bioassay pesutts

SPANISH CREEK 518.52 5 20 0 0 25 .......

SPA[NG CREEK 52~.k0 ~ 0 5 0 8 ~[ Yes F~sh k~L~s N~-Pofnt X ~ . X X . X

Toxfc bfoassay resu{ts

ST JOHNS RIVER 558.10 0 0 0 25 25 Yes .......

STANZSLRUS RIVER 5~5,30 0 0 �8 0 ~8 NI Yes    ELevat~ fish tiss~ LeveLs N~-Point X X . . X . X
(L~R) Toxic bioassay resutts

Pestfcides
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Rivers a~ Stre~ F~rst Lists
I
3333333
~000011

~ In~e~- To~t Fs~
~ster B~ N~ Unit ~ Go~ ~iate~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~Ne~Oescripti~ Pr~t~S~rce 1D

STAN]SLAUS RIVER 514.00 ~ 25 0 0 113 Fisheries habitat degradati~ N~-Point .......

(~PER) I~d~ate frogs

S~Y CREEK 522.30 1~ 0 0 0 109 .......

~LFUR CREEK 51].51 0 0 7 0 7 Ni Yes Ocinki~ uatec i~ir~t N~-Point X X X . X . X

Fish ~tati~ dectine
~jectives viotat~

~TER BYPASS 520.]0 0 24 0 0 24 Yes Etevat~ fish tissue revels N~-Point X ......

TENPLE CREEK 531.40 0 0 10 0 10 NI Yes Fish ~tati~ decti~ N~-Point , X . . X , X
Etevat~ satt, NH~
Dairies

TH~ES CREEK 523.10 61 0 0 0 61 .......

T~ CREEK 526.20 2 0 1 0 ] ~l Yes Fish ~Lation dec~i~ N~-Point X X . . X . X
~j~tives violat~
Ni~dr~i~ge

TULE RIVER (L~R) 558.20 59 0 0 0 59 .......

TULE RIVER (PIT) 526.41 10 0 0 0 10 .......

TULE RIVER (UPPER) 558.20 0 ~2 0 0 ~2 Fisheries habitat degr~ti~ N~-Point .......
l~ate flows

T~L~NE RIVER 5~5.50 0 0 ~2 0 ]2 N~ Yes E~evat~ fish tissue Levels N~-Point X X . . X . X
(L~R) Toxic bioassay results
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Region 5
Rivers and Streets                                                                                                                Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 ~ 4 4 9

~ ~nter~ Tots/. Facet I
Water Body Na~ Unit # Good ~=diate~mDair~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescription Proble~Source 1D

TUOLUHNE RIVER 536.30 90 9 0 0 ~ HI Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
(UPPER) Inadequate ftovs

High temperatures

TURLOCK IRR DST 535.50 0 0 7 0 7 Ml Yes Toxic bioassay results Non-Point . X . . X . X
LATERAL #5 Threat of fish poputation dectine

Pesticides

WEST SQUAW CREEK     505.10 6 0 2 0 8 M!     Yes    Fish kills Non-Point X X . X X . X
Fish poputationdectine
Objectives violated

WHITE RIVER 555.30 0 0 0 55 55 .......

W1LLO~ CREEK (MADERA 540.21 0 24 0 0 24 Yes Threat of recreationa( impacts Non-Point
COUNTY)

WILLO~ CREEK 524.63 12 0 3 0 15 MI Yes Fish population decline Non-Point X X . . X . X
(UHISKEYTO~I) Heavy mats|s, acid

Mine drainage

TUBA RIVER, LOUER 515.30 14 19 0 0 33 M! Yes ELevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point X ......
Fisheries habitat degradation
Lo~ flows, warm water

YUBA RIVER, MIDDLE 517.40 47 16 0 0 63 .......

TUBA RIVER, N FK 517.50 57 1 0 0 58 Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......
Inadequate flows

YUBA RIVER, S FK 517.30 36 27 0 0 63 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/9~

Region 5

UetLands Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Neter Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Toter Fact I

Water Body Neme Unit # Good mediete[mDair~Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Problem Source !.D N s L

I~3¢NON SLOUGH 544.00 0 0 1 0 1 AC ELevated fish tissue |evets Non-Point . X . . X . X
HeaLth advisory for Hg

PELEVAN Nt~R 0 0 0 3106 3106 .......

RECLARATION SLOUGH 520.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes ELevated fish tissue Levers Non-Point X ......

SACRAMENTO NUR 0 0 0 6150 6150 .......

SAN LUtS NI,/R 0 0 0 2666 2666 .......

SUTTER N~ 0 0 0 2497 2497 .......

VOLTA WA 0 0 0 2600 2600 .......

Page 149



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~UALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
Ground gater                                                                                                                      Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1OOOO11

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 ~ 9

~ Inter- Total Fac.___~t 1
~ater ~,o~Name Unit # Good mediate~mpairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Prob[em~NeedDescription Problem Source 1D

ADO~E LAKE VALLEY 60 0 0 0 60 SQ~! Local high salinit~ .......

A~TELOPE VALLEY (NL) 631.10 0 1 0 35 36 SQ~! Yes Threat of drinkin9 ~ater impairment Non-Point .......
Limited information avai[ab{e
Naturally ocurr~n~ trace elements

I A~?ELOPE VALLEY {SL) 626.00 1500 60 62 0 1622 SQ~I Yes Ni[itar~ impacts NonoPoint .......
I Fuel [eak/VOC pollution

Ground ~ater overdraft

AVAWATZ VALLEY 0 0 O ?0 ?0 Yes ~ro~ ~ter oYerdraft .......
~1 (See Langford

BICYCLE VALLEY 0 0 120 0 120 Yea Naturs[ high salinity Non-Point
f~ (~ee Lar~l~ord Vailed}

~LACK SPRINGS VALLEY 50 0 0 O 50 .......

BI!D~EPO~T VALLEY 630.30 0 98 2 0 100 SON! Ye~ Posaib[e metals prob[e~ Non-Point .......
Threat of drinkin9 ~ater impairment
Fue~ leak~/voc pollution

BROAD,JELL VALLEY 629.00 0 0 0 120 120 SQNI Yes    Limited information available .......
Ground ~ater overdraft
High saLinity/saLtwater intrusion

BRO~/N NOUNTA!N 30 0 0 0 30 .......
VALLEY

BULL FLAT 0 0 0 10 10 .......

BUTTE VALLEY (REG 6) 0 0 0 27 27 .......
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STATE ~ATER RE.~URCE$ ~O~TROL BOARD 199~ ~ATER ~JALITY ASSESSI~ENT ~ B~e : ~/~/9~

Gr~ ~ater F~ra[ Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quat~ty C~ti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fac~ 1
Nater ~ Na~ Unit # 6~ ~at~~~k~ S~ze Units Sheet Pr~[~Ne~ Description Pr~ S~rce 1D ~ S L

~TIERBREAD CAN~ 0 0 0 3 3 .......

~CT~S ~LAT 0 0 0 ~ 2 .......

C~Y ~AULT AREA 0 0 0 1~ 1T .......

~Y SPRINGS 637.20 0 0 0 6 6
RECHARGE AREA Threat of drinking ~ater i~ir~nt

Threat of ~ject~ves v~o[at~

~L]F~N]A VALLEY 0 ~ 0 0 ~                 Naturat high sat~n{ty N~-Point .......

~EO AREA 0 0 0 20 20 ........

~R~ VALLEY 633.10 20 0 0 0 20 S~I Yes Possib(e ~ast~ater i~cts N~-Pofnt .......
Possible agricu[tura[ J~cts
D~stic ~ater

~S CANY~ VALLEY 0 100 0 0 100 Natura( high salinity N~-PoJnt .......

COLES FLAT 0 0 0

C~O VALLEY 0 50 0 0 50 Natura[ high salinity N~-Point .......

COTT~ SPRING A 0 0 0

C~ HE~ LAKE VALLEY 0 0 O 7 7 .......

COYOTE LAKE VALLEY 0 0 150 0 150 Natural h~gh salinity N~-Po{nt .......

CRUISE VALLEY 0 0 0 150 150 Yes (see La~ford Va[(ey) .......
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STATE NATERRES~RCESC~TROLB~RD 1~2 NATER ~ALITYASSESSI~NT ReportDate :

R~i~ 6
GroundWater Federal Lists

1
3333333
1 0 0 0011

Nater Q~tityCo~iti~ . 344449
Hydro Inter- Tota.___~L Fac___~t 1

N~er~odyName Unit # Good mediate]~redUnknok~. Size Units Sh~t Prob[em/Ne~ Descripti~ Pr~[~ S~rce 1D R S L _

CUODEBACK VALLEY 0 150 30 0 1~ S~I Natural high salinity N~-Point .......

DARgIN VALLEY 0 70 0 0 70 Natural high salinity N~-Point .......

DEATH VALLEY 6~.00 0 0 1320 0 1320 S~I    Yes Natural high salinity N~-Point .......
Possible ~ater diversions
Naturally ~curri~ trace elements

DEEP SPRINGS ~LLEY 40 0 0 0 40 L~ai high fl~ri~ N~-Point .......

DENNING SPRING 0 18 0 0 18 Natural h~gh salinity M~-Point .......
VALLEY

D~ VALLEY 635.10 0 1 1 5 7 SO~!    Yes     Some wells ~ith high arsenic Nm-Point .......
Possible water diversi~ for exert
F~I [eaks/VOC ~ttuti~

DRY VALLEY 0 0 0 9 9 .......

EAGLE LAKE AREA 637.31 0 0 2 20 22 S~I Yes Drinki~ water impairment N~-Point .......
Doalestic water supply
P~lic health concern

EL NIRAGE VALLEY 50 50 20 0 120 Natural high salinity N~-Point .......

EURE~ VALLEY 0 0 0 160 160 .......

FISH LAKE VALLEY 0 70 0 0 70 Natural high salinity N~-Point .......
Possible radioactivity

FISH SL~GH VALLEY 0 0 0 5 5 .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/9~

Region 6
GroundWater                                                                                                                    Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water OuaLity Condition . 344449
Hydro ~nter- Total Fac..._~t

gate~ Body, Name Unit # Good mediate ]mloair~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1D N S L

FREIqONT VALLEY 625.00 110 110 110 0 330 SONI Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
Grour~laater overdraft
Nining drainage

FURNACE CREEK AREA 0 33 0 0 33 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......

6OLD VALLEY 0 0 0 19 19 .......

GOLDSTONE VALLEY 0 30 0 0 30 Yes Natural high salinity Non-Point ....... I%.
(see Langford Valley)

GRANITE HOUNTAIN A 0 0 0 3 3          Yes     (see Langford Valley) ....... ~.-

I
GRASS VALLEY 30 0 0 0 30 .......

GRASSHOPPER VALLEY 0 0 0 24 24

GREENWATER VALLEY                                           0               0                  0           150              150 .......

HARPER VALLEY 300    160 50 0     510 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......

HARRISBURG FLATS 0 0 0 24 24 .......

HARVEY VALLEY 0 0 0 6 6 .......

HIDDEN VALLEY (REG 0 0 0 18 18 .......
6)

HONEY LAKE VALLEY 637.10 0 489 1 0 490 SONI Yes Agricultural wastewater Non-Point .......
Nilitary impacts
Drinking water impairment
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Region 6
GroundWater                                                                                                                    Federal L|at~

1
333333~
100001~

~ydro |nter- Total Fac___~t
~ate~ ~od~Na~e ~ Goo~ mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~V’NeedDescription Prob[e~$o~rce 1 D

HORSE LAKE VALLEY O O O 16 16 .......

INDIAN I~ELLS VALLEY 500 0 20 0 520 Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
Nature[ high
Ground eater overdraft

IVANPAH VALLEY 612,00 120 100 80 0 300 SOA4I Natural high salinity Non-Point

KANE WASH AREA 0 0 0 15 15 .......

KEL$O LANDER VALLEY 0 17 O 0 17 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......

KELSO VALLEY 370 0 0 0 370 .......

LANGFOAD VALLEY 0 0 50 0 50 Yes Drinking eater impairment Non-Point .......
Natural high salinity
Hititary impacts

LEACH VALLEY 0 70 0 0 70 Yes Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
(see Langford VaLLey)

LEE FLAT 0 0 0 55 55 .......

LEV[ATHAN H]NE AREA 0 0 1 0 1 Yes    Acid mine drainage Non-Point .......
Netats
(see Bryant Creek)

LITTLE ANTELOPE 0 0 0 5 5 .......
VALLEY
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 6.
GroundWater Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water BedyName Unit # Good mediate l~ir~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Prob[em/NeedDescription Problem Source 1D M S L

LONG VALLEY (NL) 637.10 0 0 0 28 28 SOHI Yes Agricultural drainage Non-Point .......
Possible nitrate drainage
Ground water overdraft

LONG VALLEY (SL) 120 0 0 0 120 ....... f~-

LOST LAKE VALLEY 30 0 0 0 30 .......

LO~R KINGSTON 0 0 290 0 290 Natural high salinity Mort-Point ....... f~.
VALLEY

~

LO~I~R NOJAVE RIVER 628.50 249 50 1 0 300 SOHI Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point ....... ~’-
VALLEY Natural high salinity I

Military impacts
0

NADELINE PLAINS 638.00 0 270 0 0 270 SQ~I High salinity/saltwater intrusion Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water i~pairment
Limited information available

MARBLE CANYON AREA 0 0 0 30 30 .......

I~ARTIS VALLEY 635.20 0 6 0 19 25 SQHI Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
Public health concerns
Domestic water supply

~ESQUITE VALLEY 50 40 30 0 120 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......

N|DDLE ANARGOSA 0 200 420 0 620 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
VALLEY

Page 155



STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 MATER~LJALITY ASSESSRENT Report Dnta ; 0~/0~/?2

Reg|o~ ~
Gr~ ~ater F~naL L~sts

1
3333333
100001~

~ater ~tity C~jtim . 3 ; 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fac~ 1
g~r 8~N~ ~ft~ G~ ~is~~Unk~ Size Units Sh~t Pr~l~N~Oescripti~ pr~tms~rce 1D R S L

NIODLE ~JAVE RI~R 628.30 0 3 0 ~27 ~30 S~I Natural h~gh salinity N~-Po~nt .......
VALLEY Fuet teaks/~ ~ttuti~

1~triat discharges

RIDDLE PARK CANY~ 0 0 0 5 5 .......

~ PLATEAU PVA 637.&0 0 0 0 100 100 S~% Yes Limit~ info~ti~ avai[abte N~-Point .......
(REG 6) H~gh salinity/saltwater t~tr~i~

~ PLATEAU RVA 0 0 0 18 18 .......
(REG 6)

~OVALLEY ~1.00 0 82 0 1~ 250 S~[ Yes Threat of drinki~ water i~i~t N~-Point .......
Natural h~gh salinity
gater divePsi~s

~NS VALLEY ~.00 0 0 10~0 0 10~0 S~] Yes GP~ water overdraft N~-Point .......

F~t teaks/~

~L LAKE VALLEY 0 0 0 ~ 33 .......

PAHR~P VALLEY &O0 0 0 0 &O0

PAINTERS FLAT 0 0 0 ~ ~ .......

PANAN;NT VALLEY 620.00 0 35~ 1 0 ~ S~] Natural high satiRi~y N~-Po~t .......
Rini~drainage
R~titary ~c~s

PILOT ~NOB VALLEY 200 0 0 0 ZOO .......
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Region 6
Gr~ Water                                                                                                                      F~rm| L|$ta

I
3333333
1000011

~ater Qua[ity,,C,o~d~tion . 3 4
~ Inter- Tota___L Fac__t

~at,,er Body Ne~e Unit # Goc~l mediate ~ UnknownSize Units Sheet Pr,ob[em/Need Description problem. Sourc,,e 1 D M S L

SPRING CANYON VALLEY 0 0 0 12 12

SQUAW VALLEY 635.20 0 0 1 2 3 SQ~! Yea Araenic Non-Point
Peaticicles/herbicides
Waatewater impacts/leaking UGT~

SUPERIOR VALLEY 0 ~0 80 0 170 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......

S~IRPR~SE VALLEY 6~1.00 0 101 50 199 350 SQ~! Ground water overdraft Non*Point .......
NaturaLLy occurring trace e[ementa
Threat of drinking water iml~trment

~ETWATER FLAT                      0 0 0 5 5

TAHOE VALLEY-NORTH 634.20 1 0 1 2 4 SQ~!    Yea Drinking water ~mpairment Non-Point
Fuel [eak~/VOC
N~tura~y occurring trace e~t~

TAH~ VALLEY-S~TH 634.10 0 1 2 18 21 S~I Ye~ ~ri~ ~ater ~ir~t N~-Potnt .......
Tox{c ~ ~u~nts

TEHACHAP~ VALLEY~ 20 0 0 0 20 .......
EAST

T~OY VALLEY 10 30 90 0 130 ~aturaL h~gh s~L~n~y Nm*Po~n~ .......

TULEDAD CANY~ AR 0 0 0 9 9

T~IN LARE AREA 630.40 0 2 0 3 5 S~    ~e~ Threat of dr~nki~ ~ater ~tr~nt N~-Point .......

P~tar recreatim are~
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER G~JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
Ground Mater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Mater OuaL,ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fact: I

M~ter B~ Na~ Unit # G~ ~iate~ir~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet ProbL~Ne~Description Problm S~rce I D N S L

UPPER KINGSTON 0 130 140 0 270 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
VALLEY

UPPER NOJAVE RIVER 628.20 0 50 25 550 625 SQMI Yes MiLitary impacts Non-Point .......
VALLEY Threat of drinking water ilr@~irment

Ground water overdraft

MILD HO~SE NESA k 0 0 0 5 5 .......

MILDROSE CANYON 0 0 0 17 17 .......

MILLOM CREEK VALLEY 1 1 0 18 20 Possible nitrate problem Non-Point .......

MINGATE VALLEY 0 70 0 0 70 Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
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Region 6
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition ¯ 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Wirer Body Nme Unit # Good mediet.__.._~elmpa~r~Unknok~l Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probtem Source 1D N S L

ADO~E RES 602.00 0 0 77 0 77 AC Witdlife habitat impaired ..... X X

AGNEW LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 40 40 AC Yes Hydrologic modification Non-Point .......
(see Nono Lake)

~) AL6ER LAKES 601.00 0 0 0 114 114 AC Yes (see Norm Lake) .......

I ALTA I¢)RRIS LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 6 6 AC Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

~ ANGORA LAKES 634.10 0 0 0 23 23 AC Yes Possible eutrophication Non-Point ..... X .
Popular recreation area
(see Lake Tahoe)

ARROMBEAR LAKE 628°00 0 0 0 3 3 AC

I%) ARROWHEAD LAKE 603.00 0 0 0 12 12 AC Yea (see O~ens River) .......

ASA LAKE 632.10 0 2 0 0 2 AC Yes Possible eutrophication Non-Point .......
(see Carson River. E Fk)

BARNEY LAKE 630.40 0 14 0 0 14 AC Yes Possible acidification Non-Point .......
(see East Walker River)

BIG PINES LAKES 2 603.20 0 0 0 28 28 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

BIG PINES LAKES 6 603.20 0 0 0 7 7 Yes (see Owens River) .......

BIRCHIN LAKE 603.20 0 0 0 4 4 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

BLACK LAKE 602.00 0 0 60 0 60 AC Wildlife habitat impaired Non-Point ..... X X

BLUE LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 2 2 AC Yes (see Norm Lake) .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6

Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federat L{sts

1
3333333
1000011

Mater QuaLity Condition . 34444 9
H_~K~ro Inter- Tots~t Fac__t I

Water B~N~ Unit # G~ mediate~Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~NeedDescription Pr~le~$~rce I D N S L

BOCA RES 636.00 0 980 0 0 980 Yes H~rol~ic ~ification Non-Polnt ..... X .
l~cts of recresti~L use
(see LittLe Tr~kee River)

BOOT LAKE 638.00 0 0 0 600 600 AC .......

BRIDGEPONT RES 630.30 0 0 3000 0 3000 AC Yes S~i~ntstion Non-Point X X . . . X X
Recreati~[ i~cts

Eutro~ication

BUCKLEY PONDS 603.20 0 0 0 90 90 AC Yes (see l:)~ens River) .......

BIJRNSIDE LAKE 632.10 0 0 0 7 7 AC Yes (se Carson River, E Fk) .......

CAGQIN LAKE 63~.00 0 0 0 2 2 AC Yes Possible i~cts of recreation Non-Po|nt .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

CARIBOU LAKE 63~.Z0 0 0 0 90 90 AC Yes (see Honey Lake) .......

CASCADE LAKE 63~.10 0 0 0 ZZ5 ZZ5 AC Yes Threat of eu~rophicstion Non-Point ..... X .
Threat of drinking water impairment
(see Lake Tahoe)

CONVICT LAKE 603.10 0 168 0 0 168 Yes    PossibLe nutrient {oadin9 from past Non-Point .......
septic system discharges
(see Ouens River)

COTTONUOCO LAKES 603.30 0 0 0 96 96 AC Yes     (see Ot/ens River) .......

COXEY POND 628.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 199Z MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date = 06/09/92

ReQion 6
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                                    Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Gua|ity C~itio~ . 3 4 4 4 ; 9

~ Inter- Tota~t Fac__t I

Mmter ~Nm Unit # G~ ~e~’diete~Unk~ Size Units Sheet Pr~|~Ne~-dDescription Pr~l~S~rce I D N S ~ ,

CRONLEY LAKE 003.10 0 5280 0 0 5280 AC Yes Possible arsenic pr~tems Non-Point X .... X .

P~sibte vessel waste probte~ns
(see O~ River)

CRYSTAL LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 4 4 AC Yes (see Morm Lake) .......

I DARDANELLES LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 12 12 AC Yes Possible impacts of recreation Non-Point .......

.~m
(see Lake Tahoe)

0 DIAZ LAKE 603.30 0 70 0 0 70 kC Yes PubLic health co~:ern Non-Point ..... X .

"~I
(see ~ River)

CO DICKS LAKE 634.20 0 0 0 72 72 Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

DOOGE RES 628.00 0 0 0 480 480 AC .......

DONNER LAKE 635.20 0 ~ 0 0 960 AC Yes Threat of drinki~ water impairn~nt Point & Non-Point X .... X .

Threat of ~tr~ication
Urban r~ff

DOROTHY LAKE (I) 632.10 0 0 0 2 2 .......

DOROTHY LAKE (2) 603.10 0 0 0 150 150 AC Yes (see Ouens River) .......

DUNN RES 638.00 0 0 0 460 460 AC .......

EAGLE LAKE (1) 634.10 0 0 0 19 19 AC Yes Possibte impacts of recreation Non-Point .......
Threat of eutrophicatien
(see Lake Tahoe)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~<)2 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region 6
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition ¯ 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fac.__~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate~Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Probtem Source ~ D N S ~

EAGLE LAKE (2) 637.30 0 0 25000 0 Z5000 AC Yes Fish kilts Non-Point X X . . X X X
Elevated fish tissue levels
Eutrophication

EASTERN BROOK LAKES 603.20 14 0 0 0 14 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

ECHO LAKES UPPER & 634.10 0 0 0 426 426 AC Yes Threat of eutrophication Non-Point ..... X .
LOM~R Threat of drinking water impairment

Fluctuating water levels

ELLERY LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 68 68 AC Yes Hydrologic modification Nm-Point .......
(see Nono Lake)

FAIRRONT RES 626.00 0 0 0 172 172 AC .......

FALLEN LEAF LAKE 634.10 0 0 1410 0 1410 AC Yes Elevated fish tissue levels Non-Polnt X X . . . X X
Drinking water impairment
Threat of eutrophication

FERN LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 6 6 AC Yes (see Hono Lake) .......

FONTANILLIS LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 27 27 Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

GABLE LAKES 603.20 0 0 0 20 20 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

GER LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 275 275 AC Yes Hydrologic modifications Non-Point .......
(see Nono Lake)

GIBBS LAKE 601o00 0 0 0 8 8 AC Yes     (see Hono Lake) .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATERgUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
Lmkes mnd Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity, Condition , 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota__~t Fact 1

Water ~odyNawne Unit~ Good mediateJ.~oairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probten~NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D H S ~ ,

G[LHONE LAKE 634,10 0 0 0 78 78 AC Yes PopuLar recreation area .......
Threat of eutrophication
(see Lake Tahoe)

GRANITE LAKE 63~.10 0 0 0 7 7 AC Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

GRAgT LAKE 601.00 0 0 1095 0 1095 AC Yes Recreational impa~ts gon-Potnt X X . . . X X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
HydroLogic modification

GRASS LAKE (1) 634o10 0 0 0     20 20 Yea    PossibLe eutrophication Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

GRASS LAKE (2) 634o10 0 0 0    360     360 Yes    PossibLe highway runoff impacts Non-Point .......
Po~atbte impacts of recreation
(eee Lake Tahoe)

GREEN LAKES 630°40 0 0 0 56 56 AC Yes (see East WaLker River)

GREEN VALLEY LAKE 628.00 0 0 0 22 22 AC .......

GULL LAKE 601°00 0 65 0 0 65 AC Yea PopuLar recreation area Non-Point X .... X .
Eutrophication
Urban runoff

HA[~EE RES 603°30 0 0 0 1800 1800 AC Yea Hinin~drainage X
(see O~ens River)

HALF ~ LAKE 63~o10 0 0 0 26 26 AC Yea (see Lake Tahoe) .......

~ALLSIDE RES 603°20 0 0 0 1 1 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......



STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nster guatity Condition                                                                                    . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota_.___! Fact                                                                     I

Water B,odyNsme Unit # Good mediatelmDa{r~Unkno~m Size Units Sheet    ProbLem/NeodDescriptio~ Probte~Source     1D M S L

HAROLD RES 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC

HARTSON LAKE 637.20 0 0 0 500 500 AC Yes Agricultural drainage Non-Point X .... X .
Geothermal impacts
(see Ho~ey Lake)

HEATHER LAKE 614.10 0 0 0 ]9 39 AC Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

HEENAM LAKE 652.10 0 0 0 129 129 AC Yea ~ater diversion Non-Point X ......
Possible threatened species impacts                                                          r~.
Naturally occurring trace eLefl~nts

HILTON LAKES 60].10 0 0 0 185 185 AC Yes (see Ouens River) .......

HOG FLAT RES 637.20 0 1000 0 0 1000 Yes Nster Diversion ..... X ¯
(see Honey Lake)

HONEYNOON LAKE 605.20 0 0 0 10 10 AC Yes (see 01~ens River) .......

HOOVER LAKES (NE) 650.40 0 0 0 11 11 Yes (see Eest MsLker River) .......

HORSE LAKE 657.40 0 3000 0 0 5000 Nater diversion Non-Point ..... X .

HORSESHOf~ LAKE (1) 605.10 0 0 0 53 55 AC Yes Impacts of recreation Non-Point .......

(see Owens River)

HORSESHOE LAKE (2) 628.00 0 0 1 0 1 AC Fish kills Non-Point . X . . . X X
Sedimentation

~ORTON LAKE (2) 603.20 0 0 0 17 17 Yes     (see Ouens River) .......
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Region 6
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Oua[ity CondiTion . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro ~nter- Tota_~[ Fac.___~t 1

Water BodY Name Unit# Good mediate]m~zfredUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D M S L

INDEPENDENCE LAKE 636.00 725 0 0 0 725 Yes Threat of Rare & Endangered Species impa Non-Point ..... X .
Hydrologic modification
(see Little Truckee River)

]ND[AN CREEK RES 632.20 0 0 160 0 160 Eutrophication Point & Non-Point X X . . X X X
Recreational impacts

JACKSON LAKE 626.80 0 0 0 7 7 Yes     Surface runoff Non-Point ..... X .
PossibLe eutrophication

JUNE LAKE 601.00 0    320 0 0     320 AC     Yes    Eutrophication Non-Point X .... X .
Urban runoff
(see Mo~o Lake)

K]DNEY LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 20 ZO AC Yes (see Hono Lake) .......

KOEN]G LAKE 631.40 0 7 0 0 7 AC Yes Possibte acidification Non-Point .......
PossibLe eutrophication
(see West We[ker River)

LAKE ARROWHEAD 628.20 0 700 0 0 700 AC Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point X .... X .
Threat of recreational impacts
Possible metats probtems

LAKE GEORGE 603.10 0 38 0 0 38 AC Yes [mpacts of recreation Non-Point X ......
PossibLe metats probtems
(see Owens River)

LAKE GREGORY 628.20 0 0 0 120 120 Yes     (see Hojave River) ..... X .

LAKE LECOflTE 634.10 15 0 0 0 15 AC Yes Threat of acidification Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)-
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STkTE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~kTER GUkLITY kSSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6 .
LakeesndReservoirs                                                                                                              Federal L~sts

3333333
1000011

~ster Quality Condition . 34444 9

~ Inter- Tota~t Facet I

Water Bod~Name Unit # Good mediateI_.mLoairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Problem Source I D N S. L

LAKE NANIE 603.10 19 0 0 0 19 Yes (see O~ens River) .......

LAKE NARY 603.10 140 0 0 0 140 Yes Possible metals problems Non-Point X .... X .
Impacts of recreation
(see O~ens River)

LAKE PALNOALE 626.00 0 0 0 288 288 AC Yes .......

LAKE TAHOE 634.00 0 0 120000 0 120000 AC Yea Eutrophication Point & Non-Point X X . . X X X ~0
Sedimentation
Objectives violated                                                                    I~.

LANARCK LAKE, UPPER 603.20 0 0 0 38 ~8 Yes (see O~ens River) .......

LARK SEEP LAGO~ 624.20 1 0 0 0 1 ....... I

LEAVITT LAKE 637.20 0 0 0 2560 2560 AC Yes (see Honey Lake) ..... X .

LILY LAKE 6~.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Eutrophication Non-Point .......
Possible septic system impacts
(see Lake Tahoe)

LITTLE ROCK RES 626.00 0 0 0 104 104 AC Naturally occurring trace elements X ......

LONG LAKE (1) (%NYO) 603.30 0 0 0 8 8 Yes (see O~ens River) .......

LOST LAKE 603.10 0 0 0 22 22 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......

LOST LAKE (E) 633.20 0 0 0 8 8 AC .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~9Z WATER ~AJAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report Date :

Region 6
Lakes and Reservoirs Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Water Otm[ity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter-. Tota~l Facet I

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate [__~ired Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Probteet/Need Descriptio~ Probte~ Source 1 D M S t

LUNOY LAKE 601.00 0 0 130 0 130 AC Yes HydroLogic modification Non-Point X X . . . X X
PossibLe mining impacts
(see Mono Lake)

NARTIS CREEK RES 635.20 0 76~ 0 0 768 Yes Threat of elevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X .... X .
~’) HydroLogic modificaiton

I
(see Truckee River)

"~ MCCLOUO LAKE 603.10 0 0 0 10 10 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......

MCCOY FLAT RES 627.30 0 1800 0 0 1800 Yes Water diversion Non-Point .......
~ (see Honey Lake)

MEISS LAKE 633.20 0 18 0 0 18 Yea Eutrophication Non-Point .......
Grazing impacts
(see Lake Tahoe)

NOBEL (NOBLE) LAKE 632.10 0 5 0 0 5 Yes Eutrophication Non-Point .......
(see Carson River E Fk)

NONTIf LAKE 603.20 0 0 0 22 22 AC Yes (see Owens River)

ONEIDA LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 29 29 AC Yes (see Hono Lake) .......

PINE LAKES 603.20 0 0 0 26 26 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

PLEASANT VALLEY RES 603.20 0 115 0 0 115 Yes Eutrophication Non-Point ..... X
Sedimentation
(see Owens River)

PRO$SER RES 635.20 0 0 0 734 734 AC Yes HydroLogic modification Non-Point ..... X .
(see Truckee River)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES ~ONTROL BOARD 199~ WA~ER ~,JALITY ASSESSMENT ~epor~ Bate :

Region 6

Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater Oustit¥ Condition . 3 4 4 6 6 9
Hydro Inter- Total Facet 1

Water ~Na~ Unit # G~ ~iate~Unknown Size Units Sheet Pr~l~NeedDescription Pr~IMS~rce I ~ N S L

~AIL LAKE 634.20 0 0 0 12 12 AC Yes Watershed disturk~r~e Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

RALSTON LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 16 16 AC Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

RED LAKE (1) 603.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC Yes (see O~ens River) ....... ~._

RED LAKE (2) 633.20 0 0 0 1 1 Yes Hydrologic modification Non-Point ....... ~’-
Highway runoff
(see Carson River W Fk.)

RIVER SPRING LAKE 602.00 0 0 0 200 200 AC .......

ROCK CREEK LAKE 603.20 0 0 0 55 55 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......
j

ROUND LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 41 41 AC Yes Possible i~pacts of recreation Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

ROUIQD VALLEY RES 637.40 0 0 0 420 420 AC .......

SABRINA LAKE 603.20 0 0 0 186 186 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......

SADDLEBAG LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 325 325 AC Yes Hydro|ogic modification Non-Point .......
Possible impacts of recreation
(see Hono Lake)

SAID RES 638.00 0 0 0 173 173 AC .......

SAWHILL POND (1) 603.20 1 0 0 0 1 Yes     (see O~ens River) .......

SAI~IILL POND (2) 636.10 0 1 0 . 0 1 Sedimentation Non-Point .......
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992NATER GUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6

Lakes and Reservoirs Federal Lists
I
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact I

~ater B~ Name Unit # G~ ~imte[edUnkno~m Size Units Sheet Pr~l~NeedDescription Pr~l~$~rce I 0 N S ~

$COTTS LAKE 633.20 0 30 0 0 30 AC S~imentation Non-Point .......

SHELTON LAKE 603.10 0 0 0 12 12 AC Yes (see Ol~ens River) .......

SHER~IN LAKES 603.10 0 0 0 16 16 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......

SILI/ER LAKE 637.20 0 0 0 110 110 Yes Threat of eutr~ication Non-Polnt ..... X ,
I Threat of recreational invpacta

¯ -~ (see Honey Lake)

SILVER LAKE (1) 601.00 0 110 0 0 110 AC Yes Eutrophication No~-Po|nt X .... X .
~1 Sedimentation

~0
(see Nolo Lake)

¯ -~ SILVER LAKES 628.30 0 0 0 400 400 AC .......

SILVERk~XX) LAKE 628.20 1010 0 0 0 1010 Yes Possibte mercury proble~ ..... X .
(see Nojave River)

SNORE CREEK RES 639.00 0 0 0 100 100 AC .......

SOUTH LAKE 603.20 0 0 0 180 180 AC Yes (see Ouens River) .......

SPRING VALLEY LAKE 628.30 0 380 0 0 380 AC Sedimentation .......

STANPEDE RES 636.00 0 0 3444 0 344~ AC Yes Hydrologic Modification Non-Point X X , . . X X
Lo~ [eveks affect recreation use
Elevated fish tissue level

SUSIE LAKE 63~.10 0 0 0 37 37 AC Yes Possible impacts of recreation Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)
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Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Nater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmoair~Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Probte~Source 1D M S L

TARARACK LAKE 634.10 0 0 0 20 20 AC Yes Possible impacts of recreation Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

TINEI4AHA RES 603.20 0 180 0 0 180 Yes Nater diversion Point ..... X
(see Owens River)

TIOGA LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 81 81 AC Yes Hydrologic modification Non-Point .......
(see Nono Lake) ~’-

TOPAZ LAKE 631.10 0 0 2300 0 2300 AC Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X X X
Sedin~=ntation
(see Nest Nalker River)

TNIN LAKE, LO~R 630.40 0 0 375 0 375 AC Eutrophication Non-Point X X                                         . .     o X XI
Drinking water impairment I

Elevated fish tissue levels

TNIN LAKE, UPPER 630.40 0 0 265 0 265 AC Yes ELevated fish tissue level Non-Point X X . . . X X
Popular recreation area

Sedimentation

TNIN LAKES 603.10 0 0 3 0 3 kC Yes Popular recreation area Non-Point . X . . . X X
Eutrophication
Excessive plant growth

VALENTINE LAKE 603.10 0 0 0 19 19 AC Yes (see Ot~ns River) .......

VIRGINIA LAKES 630.40 0 0 0 37 37 AC .......

NALKER LAKE 601.00 0 0 0 87 87 AC Yes (see Norm Lake) .......
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I
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Water Ouatity Condition ¯ 3 444 4 9
~ Inter~ Total. Fact I

~l~er B~N~ Unit ~ God ~iete~Unk~n Size Units Sheet Pr~erq/NeedDescription Prob[e~l~S~rce ~ D N S L

WAUGH LAKE 601.00 0 176 0 0 176 AC Yes Hydrologic ~ificati~ N~-Point .......
(see Mono Lake)

WEBBER LAKE 636.00 0 0 0 225 225 AC Yes Hydrologic modification .......
(see Little Truckee River)

WIT-SO-NAH-PAH LAKE 603.10 0 0 0 5 5 Yes (see Ouens River) .......

I
,.~ ~XX)S LAKES 603.10 0 0 0 5 5 AC Yes (see O~ens Rfver) .......
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Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists
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Hater quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Total Fac~
~,ater ~odyN~l~, Unit # Good mediate/__mpairedUnknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Probte~S~urce 1D H s L

AD(X~E CREEK 602.00 0 0 6 0 6 HI Fisheries habitatdegradation Non-Point ....... X

ALDER CREEK 635.20 0 0 0 1 1 Yes (see Truckee River) .......

ANARGOSA RIVER 609.00 0 140 58 0 198 Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X . . X . X
Natural high salinity

ANGORA CREEK 634.10 0 8 0 0 8 H! Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point .......

ASH CREEK 603.30 0 8 0 0 8 N! Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point ....... I~.
(see Owens River)

ASPEN CREEK 632.10 0 0 4 0 4 Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X ~.-
Fish kiLLs

J(see Bryant Creek)

AURORA CANYON CREEK 630.30 0 0 13 0 13 HI Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X

BAIRS CREEK 603.30 0 0 0 10 10 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

BAKER CREEK 603.20 0 13 0 0 13 HI Yes Heado~disturbance Non-Point .......
(see Owens River)

BALLS CREEK 637.10 0 0 0 6 6 HI .......

BARE CREEK 661.30 0 0 0 12 12 HI .......

BAXTER CREEK 637.20 0 15 0 0 15 HI Yes AgricuLturaL drainage Non-Point .......
(see Honey Lake)
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Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal L|sts
1
33 3 3 333
1000011

~ater QuaLity Condition . 34 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~t Fac~ I

Mater ~ody Name Unit # Good mediate ~Unknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D H S L

BEAR CREEK 635.20 0 3 1 0 4 H! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X .... X
HydroLogic modification
(see Truckee River)

BIDWELL CREEK 6~1.30 0 0 12 0 12 Hi Grazing impacts Non-Point ...... X
i~ Fish habitat degradation

J BIG HEADO~ CREEK 6~d+.10 0 7 0 0 7 H! Yes Possibte grazing impacts Hon-Point .......
Possibte highway runoff impacts

~ Fish habitat degradation

BiG P!HE CANAL 603.20 0 0 0 16 16 Hi Yes (see Owens River) .......

..~ BiG PIHE CREEK 603.20 0 0 16 0 16 HI Yes Recreetiorm[ impacts Non-Point .... X . X
Mater diversions
(see Owens River)

BIG ROCK CREEK 626.00 0 0 0 15 15 M! .......

BIRCH CREEK 60].20 0 0 0 10 10 Ni Yes Possible arsenic problem Non-Point X ......
(See Owens River)

B!SHOP CREEK 603.20 6 0 24 0 30 H! Yes Recreationat impacts Non-Point X . . . X . X
Mater diversions
(see Owens River)

BISHOP CREEK CANAL 603.20 0 0 0 10 10 HI Yes     (see Owens River) X ......

BLACKI~30 CREEK 6]4.20 0 0 8 0 8 HI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
Sedimentation
(see Lake Tahoe)



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6 .

Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                       Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

Water ouality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ Inter- Tota~l Fact I

Wmter B~ N~ Unit # Go~ mediate~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Pr~l~Need Description Pr~te~nS~rce I D N S L

BOOIE CREEK 630.20 0 0 6 0 6 N! Yes Grazing iml~cts Non-Point X X .... X
Mining impacts

Public health concerns

BRALEY CREEK 603.30 0 0 5 0 5 MI Fish habitat degradation Non-Point ...... X

BRONCO CREEK 635.20 0 0 1 O 1 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X ~’-
(see Truckee River)

BRYANT CREEK 632.10 0 0 10 0 10 HI Yes Objectives vio[ated Point X X . . X . X f~-
Mining drainage

0
Sedimentation

BUCKEYE CREEK 630.30 0 21 0 0 21 MI Yes Grazing impacts
(see East Walker River)

BURTON CREEK 634.20 0 5 0 0 5 MI Yes Threat of sedimentation Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

BY-DAY CREEK 630.00 0 5 0 0 5 M! Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
(see East Walker River).

CABIN CREEK 604.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI .......

CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT 626.28 0 100 0 0 100 M] Criteria violations Non-Point X ......
Possible metats problems

CARNELIAN CANYON 634.20 0 0 2 0 2 HI Fisheries habits degradation Non-Point ...... X
CREEK

CARNELIAN CREEK 634.20 1 0 0 0 1 Yes     (see Lake Tahoe) .......
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Rivers and Stree~ns                                                                                                                 Federa| Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
H~ro Inter* Tota_.__~t Fac.__~t 1

Water Body Name IJn~t# Good mediate~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescription ~.robte~Source J D N S ~

CARROLL CREEK ~03.30 0 0 0 7 7 H! Yes (see Owens River) .......

CARSON RIVER, E FK 632.10 0 0 46 0 46 HI Yes ELevated fish tissue Levels Non-Point X X . . X . X
Objectives violated
Niningdrainage

CARSON RIVER, W FK 633.00 0 0 6 22 28 H! Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X , . X , X
J Recreational impacts

--I~ Grazing impacts

CARTAGO CREEK 603.30 0 5 0 0 5 HI Yes Grazing impacts .......
"~1 (see Owens River)

CASCADE CREEK 634,10 0 0 0 5 5 H! Yes PossibLe septic system problems go~-Point .......
PossibLe urban runoff impacts
(see Lake Tahoe)

CATHEDRAL CREEK 634,10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes PossibLe metals problems Non-Point X ......
(see Lake Tahoe)

CEDAR CREEK 6~1.30 0 9 0 0 9 HI Sedimentation .......
Grazing impacts

CHENEY CREEK 637,20 0 0 0 7 7 HI Yes     (see Honey Lake) .......

CHIATOVICH CREEK 606.00 0 0 0 1 1 N]

CLARK CANYON 630.30 0 0 5 0 5 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X
Grazing impacts
{see East gaLker River)
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Region 6
Rivers and Stree~es Federst Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater 0ua[ity Condition . 3
Hydro Inter- Total Fsc__~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknow~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Probtem Source 1P M S L

CLEARMATER CREEK 630.40 0 0 7 0 7 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X
Possible metals problems
(see East Ma[ker River)

COLD CREEK 634.10 0 7 0 0 7 Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X ......
Possible metals prob[ems
(see Lake Tahoe)                                                                           ~’-

COLD SPRING CREEK 638.00 0 0 0 12 12 HI .......

COLD STREAM 635.20 0 1 0 7 8 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
(see Truckee River)

COLD MATER CREEK 603.10 0 0 0 7 7 HI Yes Possible metals problms X ......
(see O~lens River) i

COLLINS CANAL 603.20 0 0 0 9 9 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

CONVICT CREEK 603.10 0 0 0 13 13 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

COTTON~)OO CANYON 603.20 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

COTTONgO00 CREEK (1) 603.30 0 0 7 8 15 HI Yes Mater diversions Non-Point . X . . X . X
Recreational impacts
Grazing impacts

COTTONMO00 CREEK (2) 604.00 0 0 0 20 20 MI .......

COTTONbKX~O CREEK (3) 631.00 0 0 0 1 1 Yes Possible metals problems Non-Point X ......
Possible grazing impacts
(see West Ma[ker River)
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1
3333333
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Nater g~l~ty C~iti~ . 344449

~ inter- Total Fac~ 1
Mater B~Na~ ~ft ~ 6~ ~iete~~k~ Size Units Sheet Probt~Ne~Descriptim Pr~tmS~rce      1 ~ R S ~ ,

COXEY CREEK 6~8.00 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......

COYOTE CREEK ~3.20 0 0 0 10 10 R] Yes (=~ ~s River)

CRAB CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 ~ ~ R]

CR~ED CREEK ~5.00 0 0 0 ~ ~ R]

DART CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 2 2 R]

DAVIES CREEK ~.00 0 0 0 12 1~ R[ Yes    Possibte i~cts of watersh~ di=turb- Nm-Point .......

(s~ Littte Tr~k~ River)

DEADEN CREEK 603.~ 0 0 0 12 12 R] Yes    ~ater diversi~ N~-Point .......
(s~ ~ River)

DEEP CREEK (1) ~8.00 15 0 0 0 15 HI Yes (=~ Rojave River) X

DEEP CREEK (2) 631.30 0 0 0 ~ ~ R] Yes Possible ~tats pr~t~ Nm-Point          X ......
(~ gest ga[ker R~ver)

DEEP CREEK (3) 63~.~0 0 0 0 1� 1~ R] .......

DEEP CREEK (~) 635.20 0 0 0 5 5 R~ Yes Threat of s~i~tati~ N~-Point
(s~Tr~kee River)

DESERT CREEK 631.30 0 0 0 8 8 RI Yes P~sibte ~tats probt~ N~-Point X
(see ~est Marker River)

D]AZ CREEK 603.30 0 0 0 10 10 ~[ Yes     (=~ ~ River)

,~
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Region 6 .
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Ouality Condition . 34444 9
Hydro !nter- Total Fac..._.~t 1

Uater Body Name Unit # Good medietetmpa~r~Unknown Size Units Sheet Probter~’NeedDescription ProblealSource 1 p N S L

DIRCH CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 1 1 R! Yes (see Owens River) .......

DIVISION CREEK 603.30 0 0 3 7 10 Hi Yes Recreational impacts Non-Point X . . . X . X
Water diversions
(see Owens River)

DOG CREEK 630.40 6 0 0 0 6 Hi Possible metals problems Non-Point X ......

DOG VALLEY CREEK 635.10 0 0 0 18 18 Hi Yes (see Truckee River) X ...... CO

DOLLAR CREEK 63/+.20 0 0 0 3 3 Hi Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

DONNER CREEK 635.20 0 3 0 0 3 Hi Yes Hydrologic modification Non-Point X ......
Possible metals problems                                                                    ~’-
(see Truckee River)

DRY CREEK 603.10 0 0 0 3 3 H! Yes (see O~ens River) .......

EAGLE CREEK (1) 634.10 0 0 0 4 4 H! Yes (see Lake Tahoe) .......

EAGLE CREEK (2) 6/,1.30 0 0 0 9 9 HI Grazing impacts Non-Point .......

EAST WALKER RIVER 630.00 0 0 8 10 18 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X . . X . X
Elevated fish tissue Levels
Popular recreation area

EMERSON CREEK 6/+1.30 0 6 0 0 6 HI Grazing impacts Non-Point .......

EVANS CANYON CREEK 637.10 0 0 0 3 3 Hi .......

FALLS CANYON 603.20 0 0 0 2 2 HI Yes     (see Owens River) .......
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Rivers ~nd Streams                                                                                                          FederlL Lilts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Oua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____.~L Fact 1

WateP Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet ProbteeVMeed Description Prob[eel Source 1 0 N S ~ .

FREDERICKSBURG CAN 6~3.10 0 5 0 0 5 H! Yes Sedimentation Mon-Point .......
(see Carson River, W Fk)

FRYIMGPAN CAN 630.10 0 0 0 9 9 HI Yes Possib(e metals problems Non-Point X ......
(see East WaLker River)

FURNACE CREEK 60~.00 0 0 0 11 11 H! .......

GENERAL CREEK 6~.20 10 0 0 0 10 H! Yes     PossibLe metals problems X ......
(see Lake Tahoe)

GEORGE CREEK 603.30 4 0 0 9 13 HI Yes    Habitat for endangered apecies .......
(See O~ens River)

GLASS CREEK 603.10 0 7 0 0 7 H! Yes    Water Diversion Non-Point .......
(see Owens River)

GLEN ALPINE CREEK 63/,.10 0 5 0 0 5 H! Yes PossibLe septic system impacts Non-Point X ......
HineraL springs
(see Lake Tahoe)

GOLD RUN CREEK 637.20 0 10 0 0 10 H! Yes AgricuLturaL/GeothermaL inT~cts Non-Point X ......
Septic system impacts
(see Honey Lake)

GOOOALE CREEK 603.30 0 0 9 0 9 HI Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X

GRASS LAKE CREEK 634.10 4 0 0 0 4 M! Yes PossibLe highway runoff impacts Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

GRASSHOPPER CREEK 637.30 0 2 0 0 2 M! Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
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1
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Water Quality Condition                                                                                        . 3 /* /, /* /* 9
1Hydro Inter- Total Fact

Wal~er ~ody Na~e Unit # Good mecliate ~ Unkno~m Size Units Sheet Probte~Need Description Probte~ Source 1 O N $ L

6RAY CREEK 635.00 0 0 /* 0 /* HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X

(see Truckee River)

GREEN CANYON 630.10 0 5 0 0 5 HI Yes Public health concern .......
(see East WaLker River)

GREEN CREEK 630./.0 13 0 1 0 1/, H! Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point . X .... X

Hydrologic modifications
(see East Wa[ker River)

GREEN LAKE CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 3 3 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

GREEN VALLEY LAKE 628.20 0 0 5 0 5 Yes O~jectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X

CREEK Drinking water impairment
(see Nojave River)

GRIFF CREEK 63/,.20 3 0 1 0 /* HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X

Urban runoff
Fisheries habitat degradation

HEAVENLY VALLEY 63~.10 0 0 /, 0 /* HI Yes Objectives violated Non-Point . X . . X . X

CREEK Sedimentat i on
(see Lake Tahoe)

HILTON CREEK 603.10 0 0 0 9 9 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

HOGBACK CREEK (1) 603.20 0 0 0 10 10 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

HOGBACK CREEK (2) 603.30 0 0 0 10 10 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

HOLCONB CREEK 628.00 1 0 0 0 1 Yes (see Nojave River) .......
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Region 6

Rivers and Strea~s                                                                                                                Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Nster Oua[iw Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ ~ Toter eac~t 1
Neter ~o~y~ame Unit # Good mediete~Unkno~n Siz___~e Units Sheet ProbtenV’NeedDescription Probt~nSo~rce 1D N S L

HOOKS CREEK 628.00 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Coliform bacteria Non-Point .......
(see Hojeve River)

HONSETH]EF CREEK 633.00 0 3 O 0 3 HI Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point .......

~
(see CarsonRiver, W Fk)

I
HONTON CREEK 603.20 0 9 6 0 15 HI Yes Fish poputetiondectine Non-Point X . . . X . X

..~ Wild[ire habitet impaired

Graz|ng impacts

"~1 HOT CREEK (13 631.40 0 0 5 0 5 H! Yes Po$$ibte meters problems Non-Po|nt X X . . X . X
(see West Na[ker River)

I~ HOT CREEK (2) 603.10 0 0 10 0 10 HI Yes PubLic hearth concerns Non-Point X X . . X . X
Etevated fish tissue revers
Eutrophication

HOT SPRXNGS CANYON 630.30 0 0 3 0 3 H! Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X

HOT SPRINGS CREEK 632.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Geothermat impacts Non-Point X ......
(see Carson River, E FK)

HOUSTON CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 2 2 H! Yes (see Hojeve River) .......

INDEPENDENCE CREEK 636.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes Possibte water diversion impacts Non-Point .......
(13 (see Littte Truckee River)

ZNDEPENDENCE CREEK 603.30 0 0 O 11 11 H! Yes (see O~ens River) X ......
(2)
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Region. 6-
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water oua[ity Conditio~ . 344449
Hydro Inter- Tota_.__~t Fac___~t

W~ter ~odyNarne Unit # Good I~:liate~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtenl/NeedDescription Prob|e~Source 1.0 N S L

]NO]AN CREEK (1) 632.20 0 0 7 2 9 M]      Yes Water Diversions Non-Point . X o . X . X
Grazing impacts
PubLic health concerns

INDIAN CREEK (2) 604.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......

INDIAN GARDEN CREEK 604.00 0 0 0 8 8 M[

IROfl CREEK 604.00 0 0 0 2 2 Hi .......

JACKASS CREEK 631.30 0 0 0 1 1 Yes PossibLe grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
PossibLe metals impacts
(see West WaLker River)                                                                  ~.-

IJUNIPER CREEK 635.20 0 0 0 8 8 N] Yes (see Truckee River) .......

LASSEN CREEK 637.00 0 0 6 0 6 H] Yes Water diversions Non-Point , X . . X . X
AgricuLturaL drainage
(see Honey Lake)

LAUREL CREEK 603.10 0 0 0 5 5 Hi Yes (see O~ens River) .......

LEA¥1TT CREEK 631.40 0 0 0 6 6 Hi Yes PossibLe mining impacts Non-Point X ......
PossibLe grazing impacts
(see West WaLker River)

LEE VINING CREEK 601.00 0 0 11 0 11 HI Yes     Recreational impacts Non-Point X X . . X . X
Water Diversions
Sedimentation

LEIDY CREEK 60/,.00 0 0 0 4 4 Hi .......
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~/ater QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Total Fact 1
~/ater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLe~/Need Description Probte~l Source 1 O

LEVIATHAN CREEK 632.10 2 0 2 0 4 Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
Fish kiLLs
(see Bryant Creek)

LITTLE BEAR CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 1 1 MI Yes (see Mojave River) .......

~
LITTLE ROCK CREEK 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 MI .......

LITTLE TRUCKEE RIVER 636.00 0 33 0 0 33 Yes Sedimentation Non-Point .......
HydroLogic modification
Impacts of recreation

CO LITTLE WALKER RIVER 631.40 0 18 0 0 16 MI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X ......

I~
PossibLe metats probLems
(see geet gatker River)

LONE PINE CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 13 13 MI Yes (see Owens River) ........

LONE TREE CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 13 13 MI Yea (see O~ens River) .......

LONELY GULCH CREEK 634.20 0 2 0 0 2 Yes Sedimentation No~-Point .......
Urban runoff
(aee Lake Tahoe)

LONG VALLEY CREEK 630.10 0 0 0 7 7 MI .......
(1)

LONG VALLEY CREEK 637.10 0 55 0 0 55 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
(2) Agricultural Drainage

(see Honey Lake)

LOST CANNON CREEK 631.10 0 0 0 8 8 HI Yes (see West Walker River) .......
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Region 6
Rivers mndStreae~                                                                                                                Fedenmt L|st$

1
3333333

Nater ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

~Ter pedyNe~ne Unit # Good mediate~Unknown Size Units Sheet Probte~NeedDescription Probtem~ource 1 ~..R

LUBK%N CREEK, N FK 603.30 0 0 0 9 9 MI Yes (see Owens River) .......

LUBKIN CREEK, S FK 603.30 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

HADDEN CREEK 63~.20 0 3 0 0 3 M! Yes Sedimentation Nm-Point
Poor watershed condition
(see Lake Tahoe)

I~OTH CREEK 603.10 0 0 22 0 22 HI Yea Geothermal impacts Non-Point X X .... X
Grazing impacts                                                                      I~.
Public health concerns                                                                   ’

HARBLE CREEK 603.20 0 0 7 0 7 HI Yes Grazing i~pacts ...... X ~’-
Sedimentation
Fisheries habitat degradation

ItARKLEEVlLLE CREEK 63Z.10 0 3 0 0 3 ~! ¥e$ ~eothen~at impacts ~onopotnt X
Urban runoff
(ace Carson River, E Fk)

I~ARTI$ CREEK 6~,20 0 0 12 0 12 HI Yea Elevated fish tissue levels Non-Point X X . , X , X
Hydrotogicmodification
(See Truckee River)

HCAFEE CREEK 60~.00 0 0 0 6 6 HI .......

MCGEE CREEK (1) 603.20 0 0 0 16 16 HI Yea (see O~tens River) .......

HCGEE CREEK (2) 603.10 0 0 0 12 12 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

HCKINNEY CREEK 63~.20 0 A 0 0 ~ HI Sedimentation Non-Point .......
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Region 6
Rivers and Strems                                                                                                           Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition , 344449
Hydro Inter- Tota.__~[ Fact. 1

I~ater Body Name Unit# Good leediate ~_~L~aired Unknown Size Units Sheet Probteel/Need Descriptio~ probtem Source 1 D I~ s L

~ICNALLY CANALS 603.20 0 0 0 18 18 t4I Yes (see Owens River) .......

NEEK$ CREEK 636.20 8 0 1 0 9 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X
lltgacts of marinas
Fish habitat degredetion

I I~ERRILL CREEK 637.30 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
I Possible Lead prob[e~

(see Eagle Lake 2)

I~ESCAL CREEK 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 MI .......

CO I~IDOLE CANYON 603.20 0 0 0 2 2 I~I Yes (see O~ens River) .......

I~ I~ILIERRY CREEK 632.10 0 0 0 5 5 I~I Yes (see Carson River, E Fk) .......

l~lLL CREEK (1) 601.00 0 0 7 7 14 I~I Yes Recreational impacts Non-Point X . . . X . X
Uater Diversions
Possible metals problems

I~ILL CREEK (2) 631.10 0 0 0 9 9 !~I Yes Possible septic syste~ impacts Non-Point .......
Possible highway runoff impacts
(see Uest ~alker River)

I~lLL CREEK (3) 6~1.30 0 0 6 0 6 I~I Yes Sedimentation Non-Point . X . . X . X
Objectives violated

I~ILNER CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 9 9 !~I Yes     (see O~ens River) .......

~K)JAVE RIVER 628.20 90 0 10 0 100 Yes Recreational impacts Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Toxic poL Luants
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER GLIALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06109/92

Region. 6
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~yclro Inter- Tota_._~ Fac.._~ 1

gater Body Na~e Un~t~ Good medfate I__,~pairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem~NeedDescription ProbLem Source 1D R S L

HOJAVE RIVER, E FK 628.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes (see Hojave River) .......
OF ~ FK

ROJAVE RIVER, ~ FK 628.00 0 0 0 5 5 Hl Yes (see Hojave River) .......

le~LYBDENITE CREEK 6~1.00 0 10 0 0 10 HI Yes PossibLe metals problems Non-Point X ...... 03
Grazing impacts                                                                      (%1
(see West gatker River)

RONITO~ CREEK 632.10 0 0 4 0 4 Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
(see Carson River, E Fk)

NONTGCNERY CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 8 8 RI Yes (see Owens River) .......
J

RORRIS CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 1 1 H! Yes (see O~ens River) .......

HOUNTAINEER CREEK 632.00 0 0 7 0 7 HI Yes HetaLs problem Non-Point X X .... X
PossibLe grazing impacts
(see Bryant Creek)

leJRPHY CREEK 630.10 0 0 0 8 8 H! Yes PossibLe metals problem Non-Point X ......
(see East ga[ker River)

NINEHILE CANYON 624.20 0 0 0 1 1 HI

NORTH CANYON CREEK 602.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI .......

OAK CREEK (1) 603.30 4 0 0 0 4 Yes     (see O~ensRiver) .......

OAK CREEK (2) 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER G(JALITY ASSESSitCENT Report Date : 06/09/9Z

Re, fort 6
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                FedePat Lists

3333333
1000011

Mater Quality Condition . 34
Hydro ~nter- Total Fac___~t 1

~aTer Bc~,~e Unit # Good mediat___.__ee~._~n~Unknofln Size Units Sheet ProbLe~VNeedDescription ProbLem Sour~~ 1D H $ L

OAK CREEK, N FK 603.30 8 0 0 0 8 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

OAK CREEK, S FK 6(]3.30 3 0 0 0 3 HI Yea (see O~s River)

OLANCHA CREEK 603.30 0 0 0 6 6 HI Yes (see O~ns River) .......

I:)I~ENS RIVER 603.30 0 0 120 0 120 H! Yes Etevated fish tissue levers Mon-Point X X . . X . X
I Fish kilts

-~ Fish p~putationdectine

OMENS RIVER CANAL 603.00 0 0 0 1 1 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

CO PAPOOSE CREEK 637.30 0 0 0 2 2 HI Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X
Poa$ibte metals probteme
(aeeEsgte Lake 2)

PARKER CREEK 601.00 0 0 1 7 8 HI Yes Recreetionat impacts Non-Point .... X . X
Mater Diversions
(See Hono Lake)

PELLISIER CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 4 ~ HI Yes Threa~ of drinking water impairment Non-Point X . . . X . .
Threat of objectives viotated
Radioactivity/uranium

PERRY AIKEN CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 12 12 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

PETES CREEK 6A~.O0 0 0 0 1 1 .......

PINE CREEK (1) 603.00 0 0 14 0 14 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X .... X
ELevated fish tissue revers
(see Owons River)
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STATE ~fATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~/ATER OUALITY ASSESSIqENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6 "
Rivers snd Strem                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Rater gua|ity Condition . 344449
Hydro Inter- Tota.___~t Fact 1

Usher Body Name ~ Good mediet___.__~e ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probteel/Need Description Probte~M Source 1 D H S L

PiNE CREEK (2) 637.30 0 0 24 10 34 HI Yes Fish poputation decline Non-Point . X . . X . X
Sedimentation
Fisheries habitat degradation

PiNE CREEK (3) 637.40 0 0 0 9 9 HI .......

PINYON CREEK 603.30 0 0 0 12 12 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

PIUTE CREEK 637.20 0 0 0 11 11 HI Yes Possibte grazing impacts Non-Point
(see Honey Lake) r~.

PLEASANT VALLEY 632.10 0 0 0 12 12 HI Yes     (see Carson River, E Fk) .......
CREEK

I
POLE CREEK           635.20       0      0       0      4       4 HI      Yes    Possibte sedimentation                    Non-Point .......

(see Truckee River)

PROSSER CREEK 635.20 0 12 0 0 12 Hi Yes impacts of recreation Non-Point .......
Hydrotogic modification
(see Truckee River)

PURDY CREEK 637.10 0 0 0 6 6 Hi .......

RAIDER CREEK 6~1.20 0 7 0 0 7 Hi Grazing impacts Non-Point .......

RAQJSON CANAL 603.20 0 0 0 6 6 HI Yes (see Owens River) .......

RED LAKE CREEK 633.20 0 0 0 7 7 Hi Hining drainage Non-Point X ......

RED HOURTAIN CREEK    003.20 0 0 0 1 1 HI Yes (see O~ens River) .......

RED ROCK CREEK 638.00 0 0 0 23 23 HI .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report DaLe : 06/09/92

Region 6
Rivers ~ Strem                                                                                                           Federst LisL$

3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 6 6 4 9
~ydro ~ Total Facet 1

Wster Body Nmle Unit~ Good lned~te[__~redUnkno~n Size Units Sheet ProbLem~NeedDescript~.~n Prob[e~Source 1D ~ S L

REVERSED CREEK ~01.00 0 3 0 0 3 M! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X ......
Eutrophication
UrLmn r~ff

R~!N~ CREEK 630.30 0 18 0 0 18 M! Yea     H~ro[~ic ~ificetion Non-Point X ......
Possible sedi~ta~ion
(aee East galker River)

R~K CREEK (I) ~3.~0 0 I 0     ~8 ~9 MI     Yea    S~i~tation . X .... X

(see O~ens River)

ROCK CREEK (2) 603.30 0 0 0 7 7 M! Yes (see Owens River) .......

ROORIGUEZ CREEK 631.10 0 0 0 6 ~ M! Yes Threat of objectives v|o[ated Non-Point X . . . X . .
Threat of toxic bioassay results
Mining impacts

ROUGH CREEK 630.00 0 0 8 0 8 ~! Yes Threat of toxic bioassay reau|ta Non-Point X X .... X
Grazing impacts
PubLic health concerns

RUB!CON CREEK 63~.20 0 0 3 0 3 M! Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point ...... X

RUSH CREEK (1) 601.00 0 0 8 8 16 M! Yea Recreational impacts Non-Point X . . . X . X
~ater Diversions
Sedilltentation

RUSH CREEK (2) 639.00 0 0 0 8 8 M! .......

SAGE HEN CREEK 636.00 0 15 0 0 15 ~! Yes Hydrologic modification Non-Point .......
(see LittLe Truckee R~ver)
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STATE ~JATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 iJATER QUALITY ASSES~ENT R~rt Date : ~/~/92

Regi~ 6.
Rtvers a~ Stre~                                                                                                                F~at L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

~ ~ Tot~ F~C~ 1
~ater B~ N~ Un~t~ G~ ~ate ~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~Ne~ Descr~pt~ Pr~t~ S~rce 1 P ~ S L

SALT CREEK ~.00 0 33 0 0 ~3 H; Naturat high sat~n~ty N~-Po]nt X ......
Habitat for e~a~er~ s~cies

SA~ILL CREEK ~3.30 0 0 8 0 8 ~[ Y~ F~sher~es habitat ~gr~t~ ...... X
(s~ ~s R~ver)

SA~ILL ~ CREEK 6~.10 0 1 0 0 1 S~i~tat~                           M~-Po~nt .......
~

SA~]T CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 9 9 ~1 .......

~ CREEK 6~.10 0 ~ 0 5 9 ~1 Yes Past uatersh~ distur~e N~-Po~nt .......
R~tai~ ta~fitt ~

(s~ Lake Tah~) ~

ISECRET CREEK 639.40 0 0 0 17 17 ~] .......

SEELEY CANY~ CREEK 628.00 2 0 0 0 2 ~] Yes (see ~ojave R~ver) .......

SHALE CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 1 1 ~[ .......

SHEEP CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 ~ ~ H] .......

SHEPHERD CREEK .603.30 0 0 0 13 13 ~1 Yes (see ~ens R~ver) .......

SHER~IN CREEK 603.10 1 0 0 0 1 Yes (see ~e~ R~ver) .......

SIL~R CANY~ CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 8 8 ~I Yes (see ~ens River) .......

S~L~R CREEK (1) 632.10 0 0 8 0 8 Hi PossibLe mining ~cts N~-Point X X .... X
S~J~tati~

SILVER CREEK (2) 631.10 7 0 0 0 7 NI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER OUALITY ASSESS)lENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regio~ 6
Rivers and Stream                                                                                                                FedersL Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~er~tit¥ condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Tota___~.l Fac___~r 1

Mater ~odyNeme ~ G~ ~ate~Unknown S~ze Units Sheet Pr~k~N~Descrfpt~ Pr~l~S~rc~ I D ~ S L

SIL~R KING CREEK ~2.10 0 14 0 0 14 ~I Yes Possible m~ni~ ~cts N~-Poinr X ......

Past grazJ~ prob[~
(see Cars~ R~ver, E Fk)

SKED~DLE CREEK 637.10 0 0 5 0 5 ~I Graz~ j~cts N~-PoJnt . X .... X

P~tic health c~erns

$LIN~RD CREEK 611.20 0 0 12 0 12 ~l Yes Grez~ J~c~s N~-Po~nt X X .... X

PossibLe r~oact~v~ty
Etevat~ f~sh ~ss~ LeveLs

~E CREEK ~9.00 0     15 0 0 15 ~I GrazJ~ ~c~s N~-PoJnt .......

SN~EEK ~.20 0 1 1 0 2 ~I Yes Natersh~dJs~ur~e N~-PoJnt . X .... X
F~sherfes hab~tar’~gr~tf~

(see Lake Tah~)

SN~T~ CREEK ~9.40 0 0 0 22 22 ~I .......

~AN CREEK ~5.20 0 0 8 0 8 ~I Yes S~tatf~ N~-Pofnt X X .... X

Recreat~t ~cts
Etevat~ fish ~ssue LeveLs

S~IT CREEK ~3.~0 0 0 0 1 1 NI Yes (s~ens River) .......

~SAN Ri~R 6~7.20 0 0 59 0 59 N[ Yes Toxic bioassay results Point & N~-Pofn~ X X . . X . X
~riat discharges

N~ici~[ ou~fatLs

SUAUGER CREEK 630.~0 0 0 0 15 15 N[ Yes PossibLe grazing p~obt~ N~-Poin~ X ......

PossibLe ~ats pcobt~
(see Eas~ MaLkec River)
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~gZNATER (~JALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/0~/92

Region. 6
R~vers and Streams Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater guatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 49
Hydro Inter- Tota__._L Facet 1

Uate~ ~odyN~ne Unit# Good mediatelmpairedUnknoun Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbtemSource 1 D

S~ETNATER CANYON 633.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI Yes Posstbtemetats probatms Non-Point X ......
(see East ~atker River)

SYN!4ES CREEK 633.00 0 0 10 0 10 M! Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point ...... X

TABOOSE CREEK 603.30 0 0 13 0 13 Hi Yes Fisheries habitat degradation Non-Point ...... X U’)

(see Owens River)

TALLAC CREEK 63~.10 0 0 0 7 7 ~! Yes PossibLe septic syste~ impacts Non-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe) r~

TAYLO~ CREEK 634.10 0 2 0 0 2 Yes Hydrotogic modification Non-Point X ......
PossibLe metats prob[ems                                                                 ~--
Fisheries habitat degradation

THiBAUT CREEK 603.30 0 0 0 6 6 Ni Yes (see Owens River) .......

Ti#ENAHA CREEK 603.20 0 0 0 11 11 Ni Yes (see Owens River) .......

TOLER CREEK 604.00 0 0 0 6 6 Ni .......

TROUT CREEK (1) 6~.10 0 0 18 0 18 N! Yes Urban rur~ff Non-Point X X .... X
Grazing impacts
Objectives violated

TROUT CREEK (2) 635.20 0 1 0 4 5 Ni Yes    Urban runoff Non-Point X ......
Possible industrial impacts
(see Truckee River)

TRUCKEE RIVER 635.20 0 0 106 0 106 ~! Yes Elevated fish tissue levers Non-Point X X .... X
HydroLogic modification
Sedietentation
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~92 NATER OUAL]TY ASSESSI~ENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Region 6
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal. Lists

1
3333333
’1000011

W,a~,er .~mt~ty Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro ~ Tota___~L Fac__t 1

Nater Body Name Unit: # Good mediate I_.~mired Unknot~ Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Descriptiorl ProbLem Source 1 D ~! .S ~r .

TRUCKEE RIVER, UPPER634.’10 0 ’17 0 0 17 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X ......
Grazing impacts
(see Lake Tahoe)

TUTTLE CREEK 603.30 0 0 10 0 10 HI Yes Fisheries habitat degradation Non*Point . X .... X

~’) (see O~erls River)

I TNELVE NILE CREEK 6~2.00 0 0 0 5 5 HI PossibLe grazing impacts Non-Point .......

~ TWIN PEAKS CREEK 628.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......

~ VIRGINIA CREEK 630.40 0 0 5 14 19 H! Yes Sedimentation Non-Point ...... X

CO Grazing impacts
Water diversions

O~ WALKER CREEK 601.00 0 0 3 5 8 H! Yes Water Diversions Non-Point .... X . X
(see Ho~o Lake)

WARD CREEK 634.20 0 0 7 0 7 t!! Yes Sedimentation No~-Point . X .... X
Barriers to fish migration
Objectives violated

NATSON CREEK 634.20 0 3 0 0 3 HI Yes Sedimentation lion-Point .......
(see Lake Tahoe)

NEST NALKER RIVER 631.00 0 l} 1 46 47 HI Yes Sedimentation Non-Point X X . . X . X
AgricuLturaL drainage
Water diversions

NILDHO!~SE CREEK 604.00 0 0 0 1 1 HI .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 6
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal L~$ts

3333333
1000011

Hater Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_.__~[ Fac__.~ 1

Wa~e~,llgOdyNallle Unit # Good mediate~n~airedUnknown Size Units Sheet Proble~/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 10 N S

WILFRID CREEK 603.10 0 0 5 0 5 M! Yes Witdtife habitat degradation ...... X
(see Owens River)

WILLARD CREEK 637.20 0 9 0 0 9 N! Yes Habitat impairment Non-Point .......
Possibte grazing impacts
(see Honey Lake)                                                                         r~.

WILLON CREEK (1) 603.20 0 0 0 1 1 N! Yes (see Owens River) .......

W!LLO~ CREEK (2) 637.40 0 31 0 0 31 M! Grazing impacts Non-Point .......

W!LLON CREEK (3) 637.20 0 0 0 1 1 .......

W!LLOg CREEK (4) 637.10 0 0 0 1 1 .......

WILLOM CREEK(5) 633.20 0 6 0 0 6 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
PossibLe iron probte~

(see Carson River, W Fk)

WILLON CREEK(6) 609.00 0 7 0 0 7 M! Natural high sa(inity Non-Point .......
Grazing problems

W!LSON CREEK 601.00 0 0 6 3 9 N! Yes Recreational impacts Non-Point .... X . X
Water diversions
(See ~ono Lake)

gOLF CREEK (1) 632.10 0 0 14 0 14 N! Yes    Sedimentation Non-Polnt . X .... X
Grazing impacts
(see Carson River, E Fk)

tX)LF CREEK (2) 631.40 0 0 0 6 6 HI Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
(see West Walker River)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES C~TROL B~RD 1992WATERGUAL[TY A$SESS~NT Report Date : ~/09/92

R~ion 6
Rivers s~ Stre~ns                                                                                                                Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water g~|ity Co~cliti~ . 3 ~ 4 4 ; 9
Hydro inter- Tota_._._~t Fac_._~t 1

WaTer podyNe~. Unit # Good mediste]r~oai~Unknown Siz.__~e Unit__._.~s Shee~ PEob!en~/NeedOescripti~ P~obte~$..ou. rce 10 H $ L .,.

~HAN CREEK 605.00 0 0 0     12 12 N[ .......

YELLOUJACKET CREEK ~3.20 O O 0 1 1 N! Yes (see O~s River) .......

0

I
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6 -

SaLine Lakes                                                                                                                      Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tots[ Fac__t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate[__m~airedUnknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1D R S L

ALKALI LAKE, LOWER 641.00 0 0 10655 0 10855 AC Yes Nstura| high salinity Non-Point X X . . X X X
Geothermal/agricultural drainage
(see Alkali Lakes, Middle)

ALKALI LAKE, RIDDLE 641.00 0 0 39475 0 39475 Yes Geothermal drainage Non-Point X X . . X X X
Natural high salinity                                                                      03

Agricultural drainage                                                                      0~;

ALKALI LAKE, UPPER 641.00 0 0 24250 0 24250 AC Yes Geothermal/Agricultural drainage Non-Point X X . . X X X CO

Nature[ high salinity                                                                      j%.
(see Alkali Lakes, Riddle

DEEP SPRINGS LAKE 605.00 0 0 1400 0 1400 AC Yes Natural high salinity Non-Point . X . . X X X ~.-
Habitat for endangered species

J(see Ot~ens River)

NONE¥ LAKE 637.20 0 0 55327 0 55327 AC Yes Toxic bioassay results Point & Non-Point X X . . X X X

HONEY LAKE WILDFO~/L 637.20 0 0 500 0 500 AC Yes Threat of toxic bioassay results Non-Point X X . , X X X
MGMT. FLuctuating ~ater Levels

Habitat for endangered species

MONO LAKE 601.00 0 0 35000 0 35000 AC Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X X X
Wildlife habitat impaired

Low flows/water diversion

O~ENS LAKE 603.30 0 0 175 0 175 AC Yes Water diversion Non-Point X X . . X X X
Natural high salinity
Wildlife habitat impaired

SEARLES LAKE 621.00 0 0 26100 0 26100 AC Yes    Natural high salinity Non-Point X X . . X . X
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Oate : 06/09/92

Region 6
Met Land~ Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Quality Condition . 3 4 6 6 6 9
~ Inter- Tota._._~[ Fac___~t 1

Mater Body Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Probte~ Source 1 D 1~ S ~

ADOBE HU, MINO~ 602.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREAMS

ADOBE HU, SPRINGS 602.00 0 0 0 1 1 kC .......

ALKALI LAKES AREA 6~1.00 0 27000 0 0 27000 AC Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
METLANDS Mater diversions

Natura( high salinity

ANARGOSA HU, SPRINGS 609.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC Habitat for endangered species .......

A~IARGOSA HU, STREAHS 609.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......

AlqARGOSA RIVER 609.00 0 1 0 0 1 Natural high salinity Non-Point X ......
I~TLANOS Grazing impacts

A~OEE HOT SPRINGS 637.20 0 0 1 0 1 Yes Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
Geothermet springs
(see Honey Lake)

ANTELOPE HU, l~IHOR 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREAI4S

ANTELOPE HU, SPRINGS 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......

ANTELOPE VALLEY (NL) 631.00 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
k~TLANDS (see Nest Natker River)

BARTLETT RANCH 603.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC Yes (see Owens River) .......
SPR I NGS

BENTON HOT SPRINGS 603.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC Yes (see O~ens River) .......
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STATE I~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Regio~ 6
Wetlands Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

~ate,r O~lity Co~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate impaired Unknown Size Units Sheet ProblenVNeed Description Probte~ Source 1 D M $ L

CADY SPRINGS 637.20 1 0 0 0 1 Yes Threat of septic system impacts Non-Point .......
Domestic water supply
(see Ho~ey Lake)

CARNELIAN CREEK SEZ 634.20 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Wetlands alteration Non-Point .......
~ETLANDS (see Lake Tahoe)

CARSON RIVER E FK 632.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, MINOR STREAIqS

CARSON RIVER E FK 632.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, SPRINGS

CARSON RIVER W FK 633.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, NINO~ STREANS

CARSON RIVER ~ FK 633.00 0 0 0 I I .......
HU, SPRINGS

CHINA LAKE HA, NINOR    624.20 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREANS

CHINA LAKE HA, N      624.20        0       0        0       1         1 AC .......
SPRINGS

CINDER CONE SPRINGS 635.00 0 0 1 0 1 Yes    Objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
Domestic wastewater impacts
(see Truckee River)

COSO HU, MINOR 622.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREANS
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region .6"

WetLar~ls                                                                                                                          Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water Body Hame Unit # Good med|atel_~__~redUnknown Size Units Sheet Proble~VNeedDescriptio~ Problem Source 1D M $ L

COSO HU, SPRINGS 622.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......

COTTONBALL MARSH 609.00 0 0 0 650 650 AC Habitat for endangered species .......
METLANDS

COWHEAD LAKE 641.30 0 0 0 1 1 ....... (~)
k~TLANDS ~.

COYOTE HU, MINOR 618.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC X ......
STREAMS r~

COYOTE HU, SPRINGS 618.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC X ......

CUODEBACK HUo MINOR 627.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
ISTREAMS

CUODEBACK HU, 627.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
SPRINGS

DARWIN HA, EPHEMERAL 620.50 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREAMS

DEEP SPRINGS HU. 605.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
OTHER STREAMS

DEEP SPRINGS HU, 605.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
SPRINGS

DEEP SPRINGS 605.00 0 320 0 0 320 AC Natural high salinity Non-Point .......
LAKE/~ARSH k~TLAHDS Habitat for endangered species

DIAMOND VALLEY 6~3.10 0 1 0 0 1 Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
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STATE I~ATER RESCURCES COI¢TROL BOARD 1992 ~JATER GUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06109192

Regf on 6
~let te~                                                                                                                          FOrat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater QuaLity Condition . 34444 9

~ ~nter- Tota~ Fact I

,~stgr ~ocl~ Name Unit # Good mediate ~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Oescr~ptim Pr~t~ S~rce 1 O R S L
~TLANDS

DI~L SgAHP ~2.00 0 0 0 100 100 AC Possible ~tats probl~ N~-Point X ......

EAGLE HA, NIN~ 637.30 0 0 0 1 1
STRE~S

EAGLE HA, SPRINGS 637.30 0 0 0 1 1 .......

EAGLE LAKE AREA 637.31 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Heta[s/Graz{~ i~cts N~-Point X ......
~TLANDS Ft~t~t~ take levels

(see Eagle Lake)

EAST MALKER RIVER 6~0.00 0 0 0 1
~, NIN~ STRE~S

EAST ~ALKER RI~R ~0.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU~ SPRINGS

E~E~ HU, NIN~ ~.00 0 0 0 1 1 Possi[~ ~ta[s pr~tm X ......
STRE~S

EURE~ ~, SPRINGS 6~.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC Poss{bte ~tats W~m X ......

FATES HOT SPRINGS 631.00 0 0 1 0 1 Yes     Geother~[ sprigs N~-Point X X . . X . X
Ars~ c~ uran~
(s~ ~est ~a[ker River)

FISH LAKE HU, ~.00 0 0 0 1 1 A~oactivtty/urani~ Nm-Po~nt X ......
SPRINGS
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STATE WkTER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
Wetlands                                                                                                                          Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 ~ 4 9
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water Body N~me Unit # Goo~l mediate ]mpa~r~Unknow~. Siz.___~e Unit__.__~s Shee.____~t Problem/Need Description ProbLe~ Source 1D M S L

GROVER HOT SPRINGS 632.00 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Geothermal springs Non-Point X ......
Popular recreation area

(see Carson River, E Fk)

HAI~EE RESERVOIR 603.30 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Water diversions Non-Point .......
~’) AREA i~TLANDS (see O~ens River)

I
..~ HARPER LAKE k~TLANDS 628.42 0 0 0 1 1 AC Natura|lyoccurring trace elements Non-Point X ......

~ HARTSON LAKE 637.20 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Agricu[turat drainage Non-Point X ......

"~1 k~TLANDS Trace ete~ents
(see Honey Lake)

j~ HAYPRESS MEADOWS 634.10 10 0 0 0 10 AC PopuLar recreation area .......
I~TLANDS

HEENAH LAKE AREA 632.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point .......
~TLANDS (see Carson River, E Fk)

HERLONG HA, H[NOR 637.10 0 0 0 1 1 .......
STREA~S

HERLONG HA, SPR]NGS 637.10 0 0 0 1 1 .......

HOBART HILLS AREA 635.20 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Possibte industrial impact Non-Point X ......
~TLANDS (see Truckee River)

HONEY LAKE AREA 637.20 0 0 12000 0 12000 AC Yes Geothermat impacts Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
METLANDS Agricutturat impacts

Habitat for endangered specie$
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER~UALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6
~ettands                                                                                                                          Federal Lists

I
3333333
1O00011

Water Ouality CocK, ilion . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ Inlet- Tota._~[ Fac.__~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good a~d~ateI~a~r~Unknoun Size Units Sheet    Probtem/N~edDescription Probtem Source     ,~ p M S L
STREAMS

LEACH HU, SPRINGS 614.00 0 0 0 1 1 kC .......

LEAV[TT MEADOWS 631o40 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing imapacts Non-Point X ......
~TLANDS Possible mining impacts

(see~est Walker River)

LEE FLAT HA, 620.30 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHEMERAL STREAMS

LITTLE TRUCKEE RIVER636.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
H1J, MINOR STREAMS

LITTLE TRUCKEE RIVER 636.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, SPRINGS

LONG VALLEY CREEK 637.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts No, l-Point X ......
t/ETLANDS Possible trace eLef~ents

(see Honey Lake)"

HADELINE PLAINS, 638.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
COLD SPRINGS

MADELINE PLAINS, 638.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
MINOR STREAMS

HADELINE PLAINS, 638.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
SPRINGS

MARTIS VALLEY 635.20 0 ~ 0 0 1 Yes    Possible metals problem No~-Point X ......
WETLANDS Wetlands alteration

(see Truckee River)
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992UATER GUAL[TY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Rag|on 6
Wet|ends                                                                                                                          Fedora| Lfsts

3333333
1000011

Water QuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1

WRter podyNeme Unit # Good mediate~Unkno~n S~ze Units Sheet Prob[em!NeedDescriptfon Prc~|e~Source      1D M S L
MINO~ STREAMS

NORTH TAHO~ HA, 636.10 0 0 0 1 1 .......
SPRINGS

OSGOCX) SWAMP 634.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes
~TLANDS (aee Lake Tahoe)

O~NS HU, MINO~ 603.00 0 1 0 0 1 AC Yes Grazing inv~ct$ X ......
STREAMS - CHALFANT (see O~ens River)
V.

OWENS HU, MINOR 603.00 0 1 0 0 1 AC Yes Grazing impacta X ......
STREAHS - LOk~R (see Ok~,ns R~ver)
(~EHS

OWENS HU, OTHER 60].00 0 1 0 0 1 AC Yes Graz|ng Jmpects X ......
SPRINGS - CHALFANT (see Ot~ens River)
V.

Ok~NS HU, SPRINGS - 60].00 0 1 0 0 1 AC Yes (see 01~ens River) X ......
LOUER Ok~NS HA

OUEHS HU, UARM 60].00 0 1 0 0 1 AC Yes (see O~tens River) X ......
SPRINGS - CHALFANT
V.

OMENS LAKE UETLANDS 603.30 0 0 ~ 0 1 AC Yes Water d~versions Non-Point X . . . X . X
Wf[dLife habitat degradation
(see ~ River)
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Region 6

3333333
1000011

Nater Oue|itY Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Total[ Facet I

Water Boc~y N~ Unit ~ Goed ~imt~e~ Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Pr~t~Need Oescription Prob|~ S~rce     I D N S L

O~JEN$ RIVER ~TLANDS ~3.00 0 I 0 0 I Yes ~ater diversi~$ Non-Point X ......
Grazing i~pacts
(see O~ens River)

OgL CREEK ~ARSH 6~1.00 0 0 0 100 100 Potentiat ~ater diversion iml~cts Non-Point
;ETLANDS Habitat for endangered species

O~LSHEAD HU, MINOR 613.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC X ......
STREANS CO

O~M~.SHEAD HU, SPRINGS 613.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC X ......

PANRONP HU, 610.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHEMERAL STREANS

PANAMINT HA, 620.60 0 0 0 1 1 AC X ......
EPHEMERAL STREARS

PERAZZO VALLEY 636.00 0 130 0 0 130 AC Yes Habitat for endangered species
;RTLANDS Grazing impacts

(see L|ttte Truckee River)

PICKEL HEADO~S 631.40 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
~TLANDS Possibte mining impacts

(see West ~atker River)

PIUTE PONDS Q/ETLANDS 626.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......

PLEASANT VALLEY 632.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazir~j impacts Non-Point .......
k~TLANDS (see Carson River, E
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regfon 6
Vet Lands                                                                                                                         Federal L~sts

I
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Co~�lition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
HydnO Inter- Tot a_.___~l Fact I

Water [IS Nm Unit# Go~ ~ ~ Unkn~ Size Units Sheet Pr~l~Need Description Pr~|~,

POLE CREEK NETLANOS 635.20 0      I 0 0 I Yes Grazi~ iml~cts Non-Po|nt .......
Threat of

(see Truckee River)

POPE MARSH ~/ETLAND$ 634.10 0    ~ 0 0 /+~ AC     Yes    Uriah r~ff Non-Po|nt .......

Vet Lands alteration

RACE TRACK HU, 608.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHEMERAL STREAMS

RED ROCK CREEK 63~.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
I~ADOM M~TLANDS

ROBBERS HA, 620.60 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHEMERAL STREAMS

ROGERS LAKE I~ETLANDS 601.00 0 0 0 1 1 Yes (see Mono Lake) .......

ROSE HA, MINOR 6Z~,.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
STREAMS

ROSE HA, SPRINGS 624.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......

SAGEHEN CREEK FENS 636.00 1 0 0 0 1 Yes Threet of ASBS impairment Non-Point .......
I~ETLANDS (see LittLe Truckee River)

SALINE HU, EPHEMERAL 607.00 0 0 0 "1 ’~1AC X ......
STREAMS

SANTA ROSA HA, 6E0.60 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHEMERAL STREAMS
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSES.~IENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 6

Met L m~ls Federal L~sts

3333333
1000011

Water GuaLity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ ~ Tota____.L Fact
.Narer. Body Name      Unit____~# Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description ProbLem Source 1 p

SUPERIOR HU, SPRINGS 619.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC

SURPRISE VALLEY HU, 641.00 0 0 0 1 1
I~INOR STREA~S

~UflPRISE VALLEY HU, 641.00 0 0 0 1 1 Some geothernm[ springs Non-Point X
SPRINGS

SUSAN RIVER HA, 637.20 0 0 0 1 1 .......
NINON STRE.AJqS

S~.JSAN RIVER liA,        637.20        0       0        0       1         1 .......
SPR I NGS

TAHOE MEADOt/S (~3~.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Wet[ends a(teration Non-Point X ......
~ETLANDS (see Lake Tahoe)

TAYLOR CREEK 63~.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Grazing impacts Non-Point X ......
I~EN)O~S/NARSIt Possib(e i~ta[s impacts
WETLANDS (see Lake Tahoe)

TECOPA HOT SPRINGS 60~./~0 0 1 0 0 1 Threat of Rare & Endangered Species impa Non-Po|nt .......
~TLANDS Water divers~ ons

TO~ SPRING 637.20 0 0 1 0 1 Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point X X . o X . X
Objectives viotated
(see Honey Lake)

TRAVERTINE HOT 630.10 0 1 0 0 1 AC Geothermet springs Non-Point X ......
SPR ! NG



STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~9Z ~ATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Dire : 06/0<)/92

Region 6
MetLands                                                                                                                    Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

~ater QuaLity Condition . 3 6 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota.._~ Fact 1

~ater Body Name Unit # Good mediate~Unkno~ Size Units Sheet ProbLem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source     1D H S L

TROUT CREEK MEADO~ 634.10 0 1 0 0 1 Yes ~ettands a|teration No~-Point X ......
~TLANDS Possibte industrial

(see Lake Tahoe)

TRUCKEE RIVER HU. 635.00 0 0 0 1 1
MINOR STREAMS 14")

TRUCKEE RIVER HU, 635.00 0 0 O 1 1 .......
SPRINGS CO

UPPER CACTUS HU, 623.00 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
MINOR STREAMS

UPPER CACTUS NU, 623.00 0 0 O 1 1 AC .......
SPRINGS

UPPER TRUCKEE RIVER ~x.~.lO 0 1 0 0 1 Yes ~ettands alteration Non-Point X ......
READO~/ETLANDS Urban runoff

(see Lake Tahoe)

~ATSON CREEK SEZ 634.20 0 1 0 0 1 Yes Offroed vehictes Non-Point .......
~ETLANDS (see Lake Tahoe)

gENDEL HOT SPRINGS 657.20 0 0 1 0 1 Yes O~jectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
Geothermat springs
(see Honey Lake)

!~EST ~ALKER RIVER ~51.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, MINOR STREAMS

k~ST WALKER RIVER 631.00 0 0 0 1 1 .......
HU, SPRINGS
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~JALITY ASSESSmeNT Report Dmte

Region 6
I~et [s~ds                                                                                                                   Federa | Lists

3333333
1000011

I~ater Quatity Condition . 3 ~ 4 /t 4 9
Hydro ~ Total, Fact I

I~te.r ~ody Name      Unit_._._~# Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheel~ Prob|e~/Need Description Problem Source ! D N S L

M]LDROSE HA, 620.20 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHE~tERAL STREAHS

MINGATE HA, 620.10 0 0 0 1 1 AC .......
EPHENERAL STREA~S
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD I~2WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 7
Ground Water                                                                                                                      Federat Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Qua[ity Conclitio~ . 344449
Hydro Inter- Total Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmpa~redUnkno~n Size Units S~eet Prob[em/NeedDescription Probte~Source 1D M S L

ANESVALLEY 0 0 0 150 15"0 .......

AHOS VALLEY 220 0 0 0 220 .......

ARROYO SECO VALLEY 0 0 0 430 430 .......

BESSEHER VALLEY 85 0 0 0 85 .......
I

--~ BORREGO VALLEY 722.1 108 2 0 0 110 SQMI Yes Point .......

BRISTOL VALLEY 710 0 0 0 710 .......

~0 BUCK RIDGE FAULT 0 0 0 47 47 .......
VALLEY

~1 CADIZ VALLEY 430 0 0 0 430 .......

CALZONA VALLEY 0 0 0 150 150 .......

CANEBRAKE VALLEY 0 0 0 16 16 .......

CHEHEHUEVI VALLEY 440 0 0 0 440

CHOCOLATE VALLEY 0 0 0 120 120 .......

CHUCI~ALLA VALLEY 870 0 0 0 870

CLARK VALLEY 40 0 0 0 40 .......

COACHELLA VA. GW. 719.47 662 0 28 0 690 SONI    Yes     Threat of drinking water impa|r~eflt Point & Non-Point .......

COLLINS VALLEY 0 0 0 25 25 .......

~
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATERQUAL[TY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regton 7 -
GroundWater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water OuaLity condition . 344449
H~dro inter- Total Fac.___~t 1

~ter,~odyHame Unit# Good mediate~na~a~r~Unkno~n Size Units Sheet ProbLem/HeedDescript|on problem Source     1D M S ~

COPPER HOLJHTAIH 0     110 0 0 110 .......
VALLEY

COYOTE UELLS VALLEY 0 100 0 0 100 .......

DALE VALLEY 260 0 0 0 260 ....... CO

DAVIES VALLEY 0 0 0 13 13 .......

DEADHAN VALLEY 160 0 0 0 160 .......

EAST SALTON SEA 150 0 0 0 150 ....... ~
BASIN

m

FENNER VALLEY 720 0 O 0 720 ....... I

(.,1
HELENDALE FAULT                                             0               0                 0               4                 4 .......

HEXIE 140UNTAIN AREA 0 0 0 35 35 .......

IHPERIAL VA. GW. 1870 0 0 0 1870    SON! .......

IRON RIDGE AREA 0 0 0 12 12 .......

JACUHBA VALLEY 0 0 0 10 10 .... , ¯ ¯

JACi.~BA VALLEY-E 0 0 0 8 8 .......

JOHNSON VALLEY 150 0 0 0 150 .......

LANFAIR VALLEY 0 280 0 0 280 .......
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STATE WATER RESOIJRCES CONTROL BOARD I~2MATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/9Z

Region 7

GroundWater Federal
1
3333333
1000011

~ater Qua~t~ C~t~ , 3 4 4 4 ~ 9

~ Inter~ Tota~ Fac~ 1
~a~er B~N~ ~ ~ ~ate~Unk~ Size Unit~ Sh~t Pr~[~Ne~Desc~p~ Pr~[~ S~rce     1D M S L

LAVlCVALLEY ~.00 35 0 5 0 40

LOST H~SE VALLEY 0 0 0 ~0 40 .......

LUCERNE VALLEY 2~ 0 0 0 ~60 SQMI Ye~ .......

~S~ VALLEY 0 0 0 ~? 17    S~

MEANS VALLEY 25 0 0 0 ~5

~ VALLEY ~19,~3 13 1 0 0 14 S~    Ye~ Point

Threat of dr~nki~ ~ater ~J~t

NEEDLES VALLEY ~13. 131 0 ~ 0 140 S~I    Yes    Threat of drinking ~ater i~t Point & N~-Po~nt

~OT~LLO VALLEY 0 0 0 410 410

~ILBY VALLEY 2~0 0 0 0 2~0

~IA VALLEY 0 0 0 140 1~0

PALO VERDE MESA 0 0 0 ~ ~

PALO VERDE VA, ~15.40 135 50 15 0 ~00 S~I    Yeu    Threat of dr~nki~ ~ate~ ~i~t       Point ~ N~-Point

PINTO VALLEY 0 0 0 310 310 S~I .......

PINY~ ~ASH AREA 0 0 0 16 16

PIPES CANY~ FAULT 0 0 0 ~ ~
VALLEY

"-,J°’O ~
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD I~2WATER ~ALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date : 06109192

Region- T
GroundWater                                                                                                                      Federal Lfsts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Q~Lity C~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Facet I
Wl~er 6oa~v, Nm Unlt~ G~ ~iate~Unkr~ Size Units Sheet Pr~ol~NeedOescription Pr~(mS~rce I O M S L

PIUTE VALLEY 270 0 0 0     2~ .......

PLEASANT VALLEY 0 0 0 26 26 .......

QU[EN SABE POINT 0 0 0 40 40 .......
VALLEY ~

RICE VALLEY 300 0 0 0 300 .......

SAN FEL%PE VALLEY 0 0 0 40 40 ....... r~.

TERWILLIGER VALLEY 0 0 0 10 10 .......

T~ENTYNINE PALMS 140 3A 6 0 180 S(~!    Yes Point ....... J
VALLEY

VALLECITO-CARRIZO 0 0 0 200 200 .......
VALLEY

VIDAL VALLEY 0 0 0 160 160 .......

WARD VALLEY 712.00 770 0 0 0 770 SgM! Yes Public health concerns due to a proposed Point .......
radioactive waste disposal facility
Local high fluoride

WARREN VALLEY 0 20 0 0 20 .......

MEST SALTON SEA 190 0 0 0 190 .......
BASIN

WHALE PEAK AREA 0 0 0 3 3 .......
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Regio~ 7
Ground ~ster                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Hydro Inter- Tota~ Facet 1

Water ~iody Name ~ Good mediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probten~/Need Description Probte~ Sou(-,ce, ! ,D N S L

YAGU! k~LL AREA 0 0 0 3Z 32 .......

YLMA VALLEY 170 0 0 0 170 .......

Page 219



STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region ?
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Mater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro InterL Tots~l Fsc__t 1

H~ter ~ody Name Unit # Good mediate %~red Unkno~ Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Pro~,lem Source 1

CAHUl LLA LAKE 71/+.00 135 0 0 0 135 .......

FINNEY LAKE T~.IO 0 ]10 0 0 310 AC No Sedimentation Non-Point ..... X .

HAUGHTEL IN LAKE 727.00 0 0 0 50 50 .......

HAVASU LAKE 71t+.00 25000 0 0 0 25000 AC Yes Threat of objectives violated (Selenium Non-Point ..... X .
& Salinity); Threat of elevated fish
tissue Levels (Seleni~).

[HPERIAL LAKE 715.50 0 0 0 7296 7296 .......

RANER LAKE           723.10       0    180       0      0     180 AC No     Sedimentation                           Non-Point ..... X . ~._

I
SENATO~ WASH RES 715.50 35/, 0 0 0 354 .......

SUNBEAN LAKE 723.10 0 0 0 15 15 .......

WEST POND 723.10 50 0 0 0 50 .......

WIEST LAKE 723,10 0 0 0 55 55 .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL ~RD 1992 MATER ~UALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Rag|on 7
Rivers ~nd Streams                                                                                                                F~rat Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Ou~tit¥ Condition . 3
H_~ Inter- Tote___~[ Fac___~t 1

Threat of tox~ bio~ay ~e~u[t~

ANDREAS CREE~ ~ 719.~7 0 0 0 7 7 .......

ANTEL~E CREE~ 705,00 16 0 0 0 16 .......

ARRASTRE CREEK 717.30 10 0 0 0 10 .......

A~LEA CREEK t~(~ 702.~ ~,~ 0 0 0 4 .......

BANNER CREEK ~ ~ ~2.~0 0 10 0 0 10 ~I Y~ Threat of ~j~t~ve v~otat~ (~ter~a) M~-Po~nt .......

BARD VALLEY DRAINS ~ ~7.~ 0 20 0 0 20 ~I Yes Threat of ~j~t~v~ v~otat~ N~-Potnt .......
Threat of toxic b~ssay resutts
Threat of

B~RE~ PALH CANY~727.1] 0 10 0 0 10 Yes Threat of ~j~tive v~otat~ (~cter~a) Unk~ .......
CREEK

B~NDARY CREEK /~. ~2.~ 0 10 0 0 10 Yes Threat of ~ject~ve v~ot~t~ (~cterfa) N~-Po~nt .......

BR~N CREEK /~ ~ 719.57 0 0 0 2 2 .......

CARR[ZO CREEK ~/~ ~2.70 0 45 0 0 45 Yes Threat of ~j~tive viotetd (~teria) N~-PoJnt .......

CHINO CANYON CREEK 719.47 0 0 0 3 3 .......
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STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 7
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter____.~ Total. Facet 1

~at~ Body Name Un|t_____~#Good mediate~mpa~redUnknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescriation Probtem SourGe 1D

COACHELLA VA. DRAINS 719..47 0 63 0 0 63 HI Yes Threat of objectives violated Non-Point .......
Threat of toxic bioasssy results
Threat of sedimentation

COACHELLA VALLEY 719,47 0 0 20 0 20 HI Yes Bacteria objective violated Non-Point . X . . X . X
STOAN CHANNEL Threat of toxic bioassay results

COLORADO RIVER ~r. 715.00 230 0 0 0 230 HI Yes Threat of objectives violated (Selenium Point & Non-Point .......
& Salinity); Threat of elevated fish                                                       CO
tissue Levels (Selenium).                                                                  r~.

COPPER BASIN CREEK 715.10 5 0 0 0 5 ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ . .

COYOTE CREEK 722.10 0 26 0 0 26 HI Yes Threat of objective violated (bacteria) Non-Point .......

CRYSTAL CREEK ~ 701.00 0 3 0 0 3 Yes Threat of sedimentation due to mining Non-Point ....... 0

DUTCH CREEK [~ "- 719.32 ~3 0 0 0 3 .......

FALLS CREEK 719.47 4 0 0 0 4 .......

GRAPEVINE CANYON 722.30 0 0 0 8 8 .......
CREEK

HATHAWAY CREEK ’ 719.31 0 0 0 3 3 .......

HONER WASH 712.00 0 0 0 40 40 .......

INPERIAL VALLEY 723.10 0 0 1305 0 1305 HI Yes Threat of objectives violated Non-Point X X . . X . X
DRAINS Fish kills

Threat of toxic bioassay results
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATER gUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Re~ion 7
Rivers and Strea~Is                                                                                                                Federal. Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro ~nter- Tota_.__~[ Fact 1
~et~r Body Name      Unit# Good mediate. [mpair~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Proble~ Sotlrce 1 D N S L

LITTLE ~OMGO CREEK 719.10 ~/~5 0 0 0 15 .......

NILLARD CANYON CREEK( ’~/’19.32 KS 0 0 0 5 .......

I NEW RIVER 723.10 0 0 60 0 60 NI Yes Public health hazard Point & No,-Point X X . . X . X
..~ Objectives violated

Fish kilts

PALN CANYON CREEK ~-719.47      0     0      0     15      15 .......

CO PALO VERDE OUTFALL 715.40 0 0 16 0 16 H! Yes Bacteria objective violated Non-Point X X . . X . X

O) DRAIN Threat of toxic bioassay results
Threat of sedimentation

PALO VERDE VALLEY;~ ~ 715.40 0 131 0 0 131 NI Yes Threat of objectives violated Non-Point .......
DRAINS Threat of toxic bioassay results

Threat of sedimentation

PINTO WASH 717.30 0 0 0 56 56 .......

PIPES CANYON CREEK 705.00 0 0 0 12 12 .......

PXUTE CREEK //(~ 713.10 0 1 0 0 1 HI Yes Threat of objective violated (bacteria) Non-Point .......

POTRERO CREEK :~I~ 719.32 0 0 0 5 5 .......

SALT CREEK 725.00 0 6 0 0 6 HI Yes Threat of objective violated (bacteria) Non-Point .......

SAN FELIPE CREEK ]~(~ 722.40 0 60 0 0 60 H! Yea Threat of objective violated (bacteria) Non-Point .......
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STATE UATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Rag|on. 7"
R|vera and Stream                                                                                                                Federa| L|ata

1
3333333
1000011

lJater {}tmt|ty C~itic~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~ Fact I

Water Body N~e Unit# Good mediate ~ Unknov~ Size Units Sheet prob|en~Need Oescriptfor| Probtem ~;ource 1..D ~1 S ~,

SAN GO~GONIO RIVE 719.32 0 0 0 30 30 .......

SNOU CREEK 719./+7 7 0 0 0 7 .......

TAHQUZTZ CREEK 719./+7 0 10 0 0 10 HI Yes Threat of object|re violated (bacteria) IJ~kno~n .......

THOUSANO PALHS J! ’~ 719./+6 V~"" 0 0 0 1 .......
CANYON CREEK

TUBB CANYON CREEK 722.13 0 0 0 3 3 .......

TULE CREEK ; ~/ 721.00 0 15 0 0 15 HI Yes Threat of object|ve v|otated (bacteria) Non-Point .......

TUIN PINES CREEK ~ ~- 719.32 0 3 0 0 3 HI Yes Threat of object|ve v|oLated (bacter|a) Non-Point .......

VALLECITO CREEK ~, ~ 72Z.61 0 0 0 26 26 .......

t/ALKER CREEK ~ - 722.71 0 8 0 0 8 I~I Yes Threat of objective violated (bacter|e) U~kno~n .......

UHITEUATER RIVER[~ ~ 719./+7 ~ 25 0 0 0 25 IqI .......

UI LLOU CREEK 719./+7 0 0 0 3 3 .......
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STATE ~/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 UATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Dire : 06/09/9Z

Regi~ 7
SaLine Likes                                                                                                               FederlL L|sts

3333333
1000011

W~,ter Quality C~nd~tion . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota___~t Fac___~t I

~lteC gody Name Unit# Good mediate ]~fced Unknown Size Units Sheel~ Probtem/Need Description probtem Source 1 D I~ $ L

SALTON SEA 728.00 0 0 220000 0 220000 kC Yes Objective viotated (Salinity) Non-Point X X . ¯ X X X
ELevated fish tissue Levels (Setenium)
Recreational impacts
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STATE IJATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 WATER QUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 7-
t~et Lands                                                                                                                   Federa| L~sts

3333333
1000011

Water Quality C~ition . 3 ~ � 449

~ ~ Tote{ F~c~ 1
~ater B~ N~ Un]t~ ~ ~iate ~ Unkn~ S~ze Units Sheet Probt~Ne~ Pescr~pti~ Pr~[~ S~rce 1 D N S L

C~B~A N~ 0 0 0 280 280 AC .......

F [NNEY-R~ER ~A 0 0 0 2600 2~0 AC .......

HAVA~ N~ 0 0 0 520 520 AC .......

HAZARD TRACT 0 0 0 535 535 AC .......

I~PERiAL M~ 0 0 0 3~0 3~0 AC .......

]~ERIAL ~A 0 0 0 3800 3800 AC .......

~LT~ SEA N~ 0 0 0 1565 1565 AC .......

~]STER UNiT 0 0 0 5255 5255 AC .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 ~ATERGUALtTY ASSESS~ENT Report Date :

Region 8

3333333
1000011

~ter ~[fty C~ft~on ¯ 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fac~ 1
gateF ~N~ ~it # G~ ~18te~fr~Unk~ S~ze Unit~ Sh~t Pr~(~Ne~Oescripti~ Pr~[mS~rce 1D ~ S L ,

ANAHEIN BAY ~1.11 0 180 0 0 180 AC Yes E[eva~ shettfish ~iss~ teve[s N~-Pofnt ...... X

HUNT;NGT~ HARB~ ~1.11 0 0 150 0 150 AC Yes E(evat~ shettffsh tiss~ revers N~-Pofnt X X . . X , X
Threat of

~ NE~T BAY, L~R ~1,11 0 0 700 0 700 AC Yes Recreati~( i~cts N~-Pofnt X X . . X . X
J Eteva~ she[[f{sh ~iss~ [avers

~ Eutr~icat~

--J°’O ~
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STATE UATER RESOURCES COflTROL BOARD 199Z~/ATERQUAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report Date :

Region 8

Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federal L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

~ater guatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_.__.~[ Fac__~t 1

~ater ~odyNa~e ~ Good ~,~iate]~oairedUnkno~n Size Units Shee.__..~t Probte~/NeedDescription Probte~Source     ~ O N $ L

SANTA ANA RIVER 801.11 270 0 0 0 270 AC Yes Possibte input of toxics Non-Point .......
NOUTH

UPPER NE~IPO~T BAY 801.11 0 0 752 0 752 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point
ECOLOGICAL RESERVE Threat of recreational i~pacts

Threat of toxic pot(utants
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STATE ;/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 8
Ground ~atel"                                                                                                                      Federal L~st$

3333333
1000011

Uater Quality Condition o 3 4 /+ /+ /+ 9

~ I nteP____.~ Total Fac~
~ater BO~ N~e ~ ~ ~ ~.~l~ed Unknmm Size Units Sheet Prob[e~’Need Description Prob~ll S, ou~¢e 1

IRVINE FORESA¥ I! GU 801.11 0 Z 5 0 7 S~! Yes Drinkin2 water i~pair~ent Nonopoint

IRVINE PRESSURE G~/ 801.11 0 19 20 0 39 SOHl Yes Drinking water impairment Nm-Point .......

LA HABRA G~ 845.62 0 0 /+0 0 /+0 SQHi Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point .......

LAKEVIEU G~ 802.1/+ 0 25 0 0 25 SQH! Yes Drinking uater impairment I~on-Point ....... f~.

LYTLE CREEK GM 801./+2 9 0 0 0 9 SQ~4! No

NENIFEE ! GU 802.12 0 9 0 0 9 S~i Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point

~NIFEE I! GU 802.12 0 6 0 0 6 SQHi Yes Drinking water impairment Non-Point ....... ~’-

PERRIS NORTH G~ 802.11 3T 0 0 0 37 SQHI No .......

PERRIS SOUTH ! GQ/ 802,11 0 11 0 0 11 SQH! Yes Drinking ~ater ~mpa~rment Non-Point .......

PERR!S SOUTH i! GM 802.11 0 17 0 0 17 SQ~I No Drinking Mater ~mpaJrment Non-Point .......

PERR!S SOUTH Ill G~ 802.11 0 5 0 0 5 SQHI Yes Drinking ~ater ~rrpairment Non-Point .......

RIALTO GQ/ 801./+3 27 0 5 0 32 SQfl! Yes Drinking ~ater ~mpalrment Non-Point .......

RIVERSIDE ! Gt# 801.27 0 0 17 0 17 SQHI Yes Drink{rig water ~mpaJrment Non-Point .......

RIVERSIDE il GQ/ 801.27 0 0 11 0 11 SOil! Yes Drinking ~ater ~mpairment Non-Point .......

RiVERSIDE ilI G~ 801.27 0 0 1/+ 0 1/+ SQH! Yes Drinking ~ater ~mpairment Non-Point .......

SAN JACiNTO - CANYON802.20 4 0 0 0 /~ SQfll Yes .......
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL SOARD 1992 MATER ~UALITY ASSESSF1ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Reg~o~ 8
Ground Mater                                                                                                                     Fedenm[ Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Q~llty ,~.o~Jtion . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ ! nter- Tot a.__._~[ Facet I

~ater ~ N~      ~    G~ ~ ~ Unk~ S~ze Units Sheet    Pr~l~Ne~ Descript~                  P~ S~rce     ! D N S L

SAN JA~INTO - ~NTAKE 802.20 19 0 0 0 19 ~ Yes .......

SAN JA~%NTO - L~R 802.20 0 I; 0 0 I; ~ Yes Orfnk~ ~ater ~i~nt N~-Point .......

PRES~RE

SAN JACINTO - UPPER ~2.20 1 8 0 0 9 ~I Yes Orink~ ~ate~ ~t N~-Pojnt .......

PRESSURE G~

SAN TI~TEO G~ 801.~0 61 0 0 0 61

SANTA ANA F~EBAY ~ ~1.11 0 50 ~5 0 105 S~I Yes D~ink~ ~ate~ i~J~t Point & N~-PoJnt .......

SAflTA ANA PRES~E ~1.11 0 70 69 0 1~9 S~% Yes DnJnki~ ~ater ~i~nt Point & N~-PoJnt .......

SANTIA~ G~ 801.12 0 ~ 0 0 ~ S~ Yes Dr~ ~ater ~i~t ~-PoJnt .......

TEflES~L G~ 801.25 0 0 22 0 22 S~I Yes Ori~ waten ~i~t N~-Po~nt .......

UPPER TENESCAL % 801.32 0 9 0 0 9 S~I Yes Or~J~ ~ater ~i~t N~-Po~nt .......
(BEDF~D)

UPPER TE~ESCAL I~ 801.~ 0 7 0 0 7 S~I Yes D~Jnki~ ~te~ ~nt N~-Potnt .......
(LEE

UPPER TENESCAL llI 801.31 3 0 0 0 ~ S~l Yes .......
(COLD~TER)

MINCHESTER GM 802.1~ 0 16 0 0 16 SQNI Yes D~inki~ ~atep i~ir~nt N~-Point .......

~ I IIII I ~1~ I
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 8-

Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal L~sts
1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota_~[ Fac__~ 1

Mater Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmpairedUnkno~ Size Units Sheet ~rob[e~VNe.edDescription ProbLe~Source 1D N S L

BALDWIN LAKE 801.73 0 1100 0 0 1100 AC Yes Threat of eutrophication Non-Point .......
Seasonally intermittent

BIG BEAR LAKE 801.71 2970 0 0 0 2970 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point X .... X X
Sedimentation
Elevated fish tissue Levels

CANYON LAKE 802.12 0 2017 0 0 2017 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point ...... X
Recreationa[ in’~acts
Threat of fish population decline                                                           f~.

ELS]NO~E, LAKE 802.31 0 2600 0 0 2600 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point ..... X .
Objectives violated ~’-

I
EVANS, LAKE 801.27 0 42 0 0 42 AC Yes Fish kills No~-Point ..... X X

Sedimentation

FULNO~, LAKE 802.21 9 0 0 0 9 AC Yes Threat of eutrophication Notl-Point

HEMET, LAKE 802.22 470 0 0 0 470 AC Yes ...... X

IRVINE LAKE 801.12 650 0 0 0 650 AC Yes Threat of recreational impacts .......

JENKS LAKE 801.72 9 0 0 0 9 AC Yes Threat of fish population decline .......
Threat of eutrophication

LEE LAKE 801.25 0 70 0 0 70 AC Yes Objectives violated                        Non-Point .......

MATHE~So LAKE 801.33 2750 0 0 0 2750 AC Yes .......

PERRIS, LAKE 802.11 23~0 0 0 0 2340 AC Yes Threat of drinking water impairment No,-Point ...... X
Concrn for potential THM precursors
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992MATERQUALITY ASSES~ENT Report Date : 06/0982

R~ion 8
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                               Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Otm[ity Condition . 3 6 4 6 4 9

Hydro Inter- Tots__[ Fact I

Water Body Neme Unit #     Good mediateI__mpairedUnknown    Size Units Sheet    Probte~NeedDescriptim ProbLem Source ! D N S L

PRADO PARK LAKE 801.21 0 60 0 0 60 AC Yes Fish kills Point & Non-Point ...... X
Eutrophication
Recreatiocla[ impacts
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 8
Ocean and Open Boys                                                                                                               Federa| Lists

3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 344449

Hydro Inter- Tota___.~ Fact 1

Water Body Name Unft_.._._~# Good mediat~ ]~red Unknown Size Units Sheet Probte~Need Description Probtem Source 1. D N S L

BOLSA CHICA STATE 801.11 7 0 0 0 7 M[ Yes .......
BEACH

COrONA DEL MAR STATE 801.11 1 0 0 0 1 Iq[ Yes .......

BEACH

HUNTINGTON gEACH 801.11 3 0 0 0 3 HI Yes ....... r~.
STATE PARK

IRVINE COAST REFUGE 801.11 1026 0 0 0 1026 AC Yes Threat of recreational impacts Non-Point ....... r~.

NEMPORT BEACH 801.11 6 0 0 0 6 M[ Yes Threat of recreations[ impacts Point & Non-Point .......

NEWPORT BEACH REFUGE 801.11 166 0 0 0 166 AC Yes Threat of recreational impacts Non-Point ....... J

SEAL BEACH 801.11 1 0 0 0 1 M[ Yes Potential contamination from S.G. River Non-Point .......
SpiLLs from offshore oil.

SUNSET BEACH 801.11 3 0 0 0 3 HI Yes .......
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STATE WATER RESOIJACESCONTROL BOARD 1992WATER~IUAL]TY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 8
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
~ydro Inter- Tota__~[ Fac__~t 1

Water Boc~H,~e ~ Good ~diate~ireclUnknc~n Size Units Shee~ problem/Heed Description ProbtemSource     1 p

ALGER CREEK 801.70 3 0 0 0 3 No

BAILEY CANYOH CREEK 801.52 2 0 0 0 2 Ho

BARTOfl CREEK 801.57 6 0 0 0 6 No

~ BAUTISTA CREEK 802.23 10 0 0 0 10 Yea

BEAR CREEK 801.71 8 0 0 0 8 Yes

CAJOfl CREEK         801.51      12      0       0      0      12        Ho

~ CHINO CREEK 801.Z1 0 0 12 0 12 M! Yes    Drinking water i~paiment Point & ~onoPoint . X . . X . X

~1 Elevated fish tissue ~eve[s
Recreationa~ impacts

CITY CREEK 801.57 15 0 0 0 15 Yea

COLDWATER CANYOfl 801.3~ 3 0 0 0 3 Yes
CREEK

CUCAHOfiGA CREEK, 801.24 5 0 0 0 5 Yes .......
~OUNTAIN REACH

CUCAHONGA CREEK, 801.21 0 0 17 0 17 HI Yes Drinking water impairment Point & Non-Point . X . . X . .
VALLEY REACH Threat of toxic bioassay resutts

Threat of recreational impacts

DAY AND EAST 801.24 5 0 0 0 5 Yes .......
ETIWANDA CREEKS

EAST TWIN AND 801.57 5 0 0 0 5 Yes .......

,0 ~
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CO~TROL BOARD 1992 MATER GUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Regio~ 8
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Faders[ Lists

3333333
1000011

Hater Qua|ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota____~[ Fact 1

~ter Body Name Unit # Good medtste~Unknofln Size Units Sheet Prob(em/NeedDescriptio~ Prob[e~lSo~rce 1D N S L
STRAWBERRY CYN
CREEKS

FALLS CREEK 801.70 4 0 0 0 4 No .......

FISH CREEK 801.57 5 0 0 0 5 No .......

FO~SEE CREEK 801.57 5 0 0 0 5 No ....... f~.

FULLER HILL CREEK 802.22 3 0 0 0 3 No CO

GROUT CREEK 801.72 2 0 0 0 2 No .......

HIGH CREEK 801.70 2 0 0 0 2 No ....... ~’-

I
LITTLE SAN GORGQfllO 801.69 1 0 0 0 1 No .......
CREEK

LYTLE CREEK          ~01.40 18 O 0 0 18 HI Yes Threat of drinking water impairment .......
Threat of recreatiorm[ impacts

HETCALF CREEK 801.72 2 0 0 0 2 No .......

HILL CREEK, REACH 1 801.58 5 0 0 0 5 Yes Threat of recreational impacts Non-Point .......
Threat of drinking water impairment

HILL CREEK, REACH 2 801.58 8 0 0 0 8 Yes .......

HONKEY FACE CREEK 801.70 1 0 0 0 1 No .......

HOUNTAIN HOHE CREEK 801.58 4 0 0 0 4 HI Yes     Threat of recreational impazcts Non-Point

HOUHTA]N HOHE CREEK, 801.70 1 0 0 0 1 No .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD l~92WATERQUALITY ASSESStlENT Report Date : 0~/0~/92

Region 8
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal L|sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota._~( Fact 1
Water Body Name Unit # Good mediatet.j.~airedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbLem Source 1D N S L
EAST FORK

NORTH CREEK 801.72 1 0 0 0 1 No .......

OAK GLEN, POTATO 801.69 2 0 0 0 2 No .......
CANYON, BIRCH CREEKS

PLUNGE CREEK 801.57 5 0 0 0 5 Yes Threat of recreational impacts Non-Point .......

RATHBONE (RATHBUN) 801.T2 2 0 0 0 2 Yes .......
CREEK

SALT CREEK 802.21 6 0 0 0 6 No .......

SAN ANTONIO CREEK    801.23 2 0 0 0 2 Yes Threat of drinking water impail~ent .......
Threat of recreational impacts

SAN DIEGO CREEK, 801.11 0 0 6 0 6 N! Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Point & Non-Point X X o . X . X
REACH 1 ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

Eutrophication

SAN DIEGO CREEK, 801.11 0 0 6 0 6 NI Yes ELevated fish tissue LeveLs Non-Point X X . . X . X
REACH 2 ELevated sheLLfish tissue LeveLs

SAN JACINTO RIVER, 802.12 6 0 0 0 6 NO .......

REACH I

SAN JACINTO RIVER, 802.13 9 0 0 0 9    HI NO .......
REACH 3

SAN JACINTO RIVER. 802.14 7 0 0 0 7    HI No .......
REACH ~
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~/ATER OUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06109192

Region 8 "
Rivers and Strem                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Total Fac___~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Bood mediate~Unknofln ~ize Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Prob[em$ource 1D H $ L

SAN JACINTO RIVER, 802.21 7 0 0 0 7 HI     No .......

REACH 5

SAN JACINTO RIVER, 802.21 2 0 0 0 2 HI No .......

REACH 6

SAN JACINTO RIVER, 802.22 7 0 0 0 7    HI No .......

REACH 7

SAN TII~A)TEO CREEK, 801.62 5 0 0 0 5    HI NO .......

REACH 1

SAN TIHOTEO CREEK,    801.62 0 0 3 0 3 HI Yes     Recreational ieT)acts Point . X . . X . .

REACH 2

SAN TIHOTEO CREEK, 801.62 0 0 2 0 2 HI Yes RecresttormL impacts Point . X . . X . ¯

REACH 3

SAN TIHOTEO CREEK, 801.62 0 0 14 0 14 HI Yes Recreatim~aL impacts Point . X . . X . .

REACH 4

SANTA ANA RIVER, 801.10 9 0 0 0 ? M] Yes Non-Point X ..... X

REACH 1

SANTA ANA R]VER, 801.13 0 0 19 0 19 N[ Yes Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X

REACH 2 Toxic bioassay resu(ts
Impaired for REC and G~R (N) uses

SANTA ANA RIVER, 801.20 0 0 18 0 18 N[ Yes     Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X

REACH 3 Toxic bioassay results
Impaired for REC and Gk~ (N) uses
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER ~JALITY ASSESSPlENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Region 8
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water gua[it¥ Cor~lition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter_.__._~ Tota__..~[ Fac___~t 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate[nloairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet P~ob[em/NeedDescription Problem Source 1D N S ~ ..

SANTA ANA RIVER, 801.27 0 0 12 0 12 ~I Yes Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . o X . X
REACH 4 Impaired for REC and GWR (N) uses

SANTA ANA RIVER, 801.52 17 0 0 0 17 NI Yes Varied threats to water quality Non-Point ...... X
REACH 5

SANTA ANA RIVER, 801.72 18 0 0 0 18 N% Yes .......I
REACH 6

~ SANTIAGO CREEK, 801.12 9 0 0 0 9 No .......
REACH 1

~0 SANTIAGO CREEK, 801.12 6 0 0 0 6 No .......
REACH 3

--~’ SANTIAGO CREEK, 801.12 2 0 O 0 2 Yes .......
REACH 4

SHAY CREEK 801.72 1 0 0 0 1 Yes .......

SIBERIA CREEK 801.71 1 0 0 0 1 No .......

SILVERADO CREEK 801.12 2 0 0 0 2 Hi Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
Threat of recreational impacts
Threat of eutrophication

SLIDE CREEK 801.71 | 0 0 0 1 No .......

STONE CREEK 802.21 3 0 0 0 3 No .......

STRA~ERRY CR./SAN 802.21 9 0 0 0 9 Yes .......
JACINTO R., N. FORK

I’"’ =’1,o m zO-- m
o

II
oo
oo



STATE HATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 HATER QUALITY ASSESSIqENT Report Date : 06/(]9/92

Region 8
R~vers and Streams                                                                                                                Federa[ Lists

3333333
1000011

Nater Oua|ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro inter- Tota~ Facet 1

Uater Body Name Unit # Good mediatel~redUnknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription Probte~So~rce 1D N S L

TEHESCAL CREEK, 801.32 6 0 0 0 6 flo .......
REACH 1

TEHESCAL CREEK, 801.32 7 0 0 0 7 No .......

REACH 2

TEMESCAL CREEK, 801.34 5 0 0 0 5 No ....... CO
REACH 4

TEMESCAL CREEK, 801.35 7 0 0 0 7 Yes .......
REACH 5

TE#ESCAL CREEK, 801.35 1 0 0 0 1 No .......

REACH 6
I

TEQUESOUITE ARROYO 801.59 2 0 0 0 2 No .......
(SYCANORE CREEK)

VIVIAH CREEK 801.70 1 0 0 0 1 No .......

WATERNAN CREEK 801.57 5 0 0 0 5 No .......

YUCA]PA CREEK 801.61 2 0 0 0 2 No .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992WATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 8
Wetlands                                                                                                                         Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water O~lity C~iti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Tota.___~.t Fact: 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediatelmoairedUnkno~n Size Units Sheet Probte~/NeedDescription ProbtelaSource ~,,D R S L

ANAHEIR BAY NARSH 801.11 780 0 0 0 780 AC Yes Threat of elevated shettfish tissue teve go~-Point .......

BOLSA BAY NARSH 801.11 0 900 0 0 900 AC Yes Threat of elevated shellfish tissue teve Non-Point .......

80LSA CHZCA 801.11 0 294 0 0 294 AC Yes Threat of elevated shellfish tissue |eve No~-Pofnt .......
ECOLOGICAL RESERVE

SAN JOAOUIN 801.11 0 400 0 0 400 AC Yes Threat of Rare & Endangered Speciea imps Non-Point .......
FRESHWATER HARSH Threat of increasing salinities

Threat of heavy metal contamination
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 9
Bays and Harbors                                                                                                                  Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

gater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ lnter..~ Tota__t Fact 1
Mater Bod~Name Unit # Good mediate~mpairedUnknown Size Units Sheet Probtem/NeedDescription ProbL.emSource 10 M $ &

CENTRAL MISSION BAY 906.40 1030 0 10 0 1040 kC Yes Recreational impacts Point & No~-Pofnt X X . . X . X
Objectives violated
ELevated shellfish tissue Levels

DANA POINT HARBOR 9~)1.14 0 0 0 215 215 AC .......

EAST MISSION BAY 906.40 490 0 10 0 500 AC Yes    Recreational impacts Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Objectives violated

OCEANSIDE HARBOR 902.11 0 0 I 209 210 AC Yes Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
Recreational impacts
ELevated shellfish tissue LeveLs

SAN DIEGO BAY, 908.21 3924 76 0 0 4000 AC Yes .......
CENTRAL

BAN DIEGO BAY, NORTH 908.21 3472 441 87 0 4000 AC Yes    Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated shellfish tissue Levels
ELevated fish tissue Levels

SAN DIEGO BAY, SOUTH 908.21 3936 60 4 0 4000 AC " Yes Objectives violated Point & No~-Point X X . . X . X
ELevated shellfish tissue Levels
ELevated fish tissue Levels
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 9
Estuaries                                                                                                                         Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Quality Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter- Tota__l Fact 1

~p,ter,BodyName Unit # Good mediatel._e.e.e.e.e.mDairedUnknoi~n Size Units Sheet Problem/NeedDescription Prob[e~Source 1D H S L

AGUA HEDIONDA LAGOON 90~.31 0 0 1 399 400 AC Yes Etevatedshettfish tissue Levers Unknolm . X . . X . X
Threat of objectives violated
Sedimentation

BATIQUITOS LAGOON 904.51 0 0 420 0 420 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point . X . . X . X
Fish kills 14")

Recreationat impacts OD

BUENA VISTA LAGOON 904.21 0 200 0 150 350 AC Eutrophication .......

FAROSA SLOUGH 906.40 0 0 31 0 31 AC Yes Eutrof~ication Non-Point . X . . X . X

KENDALL-FROST 906.40 0 0 0 25 25 AC X ...... ~.-
HISSiON BAY HARSH I
LQ~IA ALTA SLOUGH ~0~.10 0 ’ 0 0 8 8 AC ....... 0

LOS FLONES CREEK 901,52 0 0 0 10 10 AC .......
ESTUARY

LOS PENASQUITOS ~]6.10 0 0 1 38~ 385 AC Yes Recreational impacts Point & Non-Poin~ . X . , X , X

LAGOON Eutrophication
Threat of objectives violated

SAN DIEGO RIVER 907.11 0 0 0 320 320 AC .......
ESTUARY

SAN DIEGUITO LAGOON 905,11 0 300 0 0 300 AC .......

SAN ELIJO LAGOON 904.61 0 0 150 180 330 AC Yes Eutrophication Non-Point . X . . X . X
Recreational impacts
Threat of recreationat impacts
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTR~ BOARD I~2~ATERQUALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : ~/09/92

Region 9
Est~ries                                                                                                                         Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~ater O~Lity Condition . 3
~ lnter____~ Total Fec~t

Water Body Name Unit.__~# Good mediat_~e]mpafr~Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Pr°b[emS~rce ! D M S L

SAN LUIS REY RIVER 903.11 0 0 0 160 1~ AC
ESTUARY

SAN MATEO CREEK 901.41 0 0 0 30 30 AC
ESTUARY

I SANTA HARGARITA 902.11 0 0 268 0 268 AC Yes Eutrophication Point & Non-point . X . . X . X
LAGOON Recreat ionia L impacts

Objectives violated

"~1
SOUTH SAN DIEGO BAY 908.21 0 0 0 2400 2400 AC .......
~ETLANDS

CO
Si~EETWATER HARSH 909.12 0 936 0 0 936 AC X ......

~) TIJUANA RIVER 911.11 0 0 150 0 150 AC Yes    Objectives violated Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X
ESTUARY Recreat iorm [ impacts

ELevated fish tissue LeveLs
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 19~2 WATER OUALITY ASSESSNENT Report Date : O~/O~/~Z

Region 9
Ground Water                                                                                                                     Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota..._~L Fact 1

Water Body Name Unit # Good mediat_~e ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Probtem So~,rce 1~ D R S L

DULZURA HA Gl~ 910.30 100 0 0 0 100 SQ~II .......

EL CAJON VALLEY 907.13 0 0 8 0 8 S~41 Yes this subbasin is Located t~ithin the Lo~e Point & Non-Point .......
r San Diego HA ON basin. The impairment
is as Listed for the HA.

EL CAPITAM HA GM ~07.30 8~ 0 0 0 8~ S~41

ESCOf(DIDO CREEK HA 904.60 0 0 89 0 89 SO~!    Yes    drinking water objectives exceeded Point & Non-Point .......

ESCONDIDO VALLEY ~04.62 0 0 20 0 20 SeMI    Yes    This subbasin is tocated within the E$co Non-Point ........
ndido Creek HA GM. ll~airllle~t i$ aa |iat
ed for the HA.

HOOGES HA Gl~ 905.20 0 50 0 0 50 S~I! .......

JANUL VALLEY 909.21 5 0 0 0 5 SO~4! .......

LAGUNA HA GM 901.10 0 6z, 0 0 64 $1~11 .......

LAS PULGAS VALLEY 901.52 3 0 0 0 3 SQNI .......

LONA ALTA HA G’d 904.10 0 10 0 0 10 SQHI .......

LO~R SAN DIEGO HA 907.10 0 15 155 0 170 SQH! Yes water quality objectives exceeded Non-Point .......

LO~ER SAN LUIS REY 903.10 0 146 40 0 166 SOtll Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
HA G’,J objectives exceeded

~
I~

II

I
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER ~AJAL]TY ASSESSHENT Report Dste : 06/09/92

Region 9
Ground Mater                                                                                                                      Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Meter QuaLity Co~it~on . 344 /+ /+ 9

~ ]nter~ Tota~t Facet I

Water Body Name Unit..._~# Good mediate ]..~paired Unknok~ Size Units Sheet ProbLem/Need Description Problem So~Jrce 1 0 N S L

LO~R Sk~ET~ATER HA 909.10 0 0 /+9 0 /+9 SQ~I! Yes Drinking water- impairment Non-Point .......

GM objectives exceeded

~IIDDLE Sh~EETUATER HA 909.20 85 0 0 0 85 SQ~! .......

NIRANAR HA GM 906./+0 0 0 0 /+1 /+1 SQ!4I ....... CO

I, IXRAHAR RESERVOXRHA 906.10 0 0 0 55 55 SQH! .......
GM r~.

i¢isslON VALLEY 907.11 0 0 11 0 11 SQH! Yes water quat~ty objectives exceeded. Non-Point .......
This su~basin is [ocated within the Lo~e                                                ~--

r San Diego HA G~. Impairment same as HA                                                 ~

N|SSION VIEJO HA GU 901.;)0 0 177 0 0 177 SQ14! ....... 0

V~)NSERATE HA G~ 903.20 171 0 0 0 171 SQI4! .......

140NU!4ENT HA GM 911 ./+0 37 0 0 0 37 SQH! .......

HORENA HA GM 911.50 2/+ 0 0 0 2/+ SI;~!! .......

HURRIETA HA G~/ 902.30 133 0 0 0 133 Sq~l .......

NATIONAL C~TY HA GM 906.30 0 0 0 11 11 SQ~!! .......

OAKGROVE HA GM 902.90 75 0 0 0 75 SQ~!! .......

OTAY VALLEY 910.20 0 /+ 0 0 /+ SQt41 .......

OTAY VALLEY HA GM 910.20 0 /+6 1 0 /+7 SQFll Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
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STATE I~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1~2 I#ATER ~4JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 0~/0~/92

Region 9
Ground Meter Federal Lists

3333333
1000011

i/ater oua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 4 /* 9
Hydro Inter- Tota....~t Fac__._~ 1

t~ater Bod~ Name Unit___ #~ Good mediate [_~ Unknoten Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Problem Source 1 D H S I~

PAHO VALLEY 905.50 4 0 0 0 4 S~fi .......

PECHANGA HA GW 902.50 4/, 0 0 0 /.4 SO~lI .......

PINE VALLEY 911.30 2 0 0 0 2 SQ~ll .......

POTRERO HA G~ 911.20 81 0 0 0 81 S¢IHI .......

POTRERO VALLEY 911.25 :) 0 0 0 2 SQHI .......

PQ~AY HA G~ 906.20 0 /.1 0 0 /.1 SONI .......

PO~AY VALLEY 906.20 0 /* 0 0 /* ~;IHI .......

RANCHITA TO~N AREA 903.31 0 4 0 0 /* SQHI .......

SAN CLE~IENTE HA GI~ 901.30 0 21 0 0 21 SgH! .......

SAN DIEGO RIVER 907.15 0 15 0 0 15 SQHI .......
VALLEY

SAN DIEGUITO VALLEY 905.11 0 0 6 0 6 SQHI Yes water quality exceeds objectives Non-Point .......
This subbasin is Located uithin the Sota
na Beach HA G~. Impairment same as HA.

SAN ELIJO VALLEY 90~.61 0 0 3 0 3 SONI Yes This subbasin is located within the Esco Non-Po|nt .......
ndido Creek HA Gi~. The impairment is as
tisted for the HA.

SAN JUAN VALLEY 901.20 0 18 0 0 18 SONI .......

j ,0
,,,

I
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STATE WATER RESOIJ~CES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER OAJAL[TY ASSESSHENT Report Date ; 06/09/9Z

Region 9
Ground Water Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition . 3 4 /* 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota~[ Fact 1

~/ater Body N~ Unit #. Good ~ediate ~ Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbtenVNeed Description Probte~ Source 1 D N S L

SAN LUIS REY VALLEY ~03.10 0 0 40 0 40 SON! Yes This subbasin {s [ocated uithin the Lo~e Non-Point .......
r San Luis Ray HA GW. The impairment is
the same as [isLed in the HA.

SAN HARCOS HA GW 904.50 0 55 0 0 55 SQ~! .......

SAN NATEO CANYON HA 901.40 135 0 0 0 135 SQH! ....... 03

SAN HATEO VALLEY ~01o40 4 0 0 0 4 Sg~I ....... f~.

SAN ONOFRE HA GW 901.50 103 0 0 0 103 SON! .......

SAN ONOFRE VALLEY 901.51 2 0 0 0 2 SOft! .......

SAN PASQUAL HA GW 905.30 0 66 0 0 66 S~I .......

SAN PASOIJAL VALLEY 905.30 0 12 0 0 12 SQHI .......

SAN VICENTE HA GM 907.20 75 0 0 0 75 SOl4! .......

SANTA NARGARITA GW 902.11 0 13 0 0 13 SQH] .......

SANTA RARIA VALLEY 905.40 0 0 2/* 0 24 SQ~! Yes Nitrates std. threatened. Public health Non-Point .......
warning. This is a subbasin of the Sent
a Naria HA GW. Sa~e i~air~e~t as Listed

SANTA NARIA VALLEY 905./*0 33 0 2/* 0 57 SORI Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
HA GW Threat of objectives violated

PubLic health warning issued-cry, health

SANTA YSABEL HA GW 905.50 129 0 0 0 129 SQHI ....
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STATE NATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 NATER ~JALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 9
Ground Nater Federa |

1
3333333
1000011

Neter Cluatity condition . 3 4 4 4 49
Hydro l nter__.__~ Tot a____J.t Fac___~t 1

t/ater Body Name ~ Good mediate tmDa~r~ Unknown Size Units Sheet Probte~/Need Description Prob[efa Source 1 D,

SOLANA BEACH HA ON 905.10 0 0 45 0 45 $~1I Yes Threat of drinking water impairment Non-Point .......
water quality exceeds objectives

SI~ETNATER VALLEY 909.11 0 0 3 0 3 SQt4! Yes This subbasin is a portion of the Lo~er Non-Point .......
Sweetwater" HA GN. The impairment is the
se~me as Listed for the HA.

TECATE VALLEY 911.81 1 0 0 0 1 SQ~4! .......

TERECULA VALLEY 902,50 150 0 0 0 150 SGiC! .......

TIJUANA G~ 911.11 0 0 8 0 8 S~1!    Yes     This subbaain is a portion of the Ttjuan Point & Non-Point .......

me as Listed for the HA.

TIJUANA VALLEY HA GM 911,10 0 0 30 0 30 SQH! Yes Drinking Meter impairment Point & No~-Point .......
Objectivea violated
pub|it health threatened

UPPER SrdEET~/ATER HA 909,30 100 0 0 0 100

NARNER VALLEY 903,31 0 40 0 0 40 SQH!

NARNER VALLEY HAGN 903.30 0 208 0 0 208 SQH! .......

l#!LSOfl HA GN 902.60 60 0 0 0 60 S~II .......

YSlDORA HA GN 90Z,10 0 43 0 0 43 SGHI .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 ~ATERQUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06109192

Regio~ 9
Lakes and Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federal Lists

I
3333333
1000011

gater Q~lity Co~ition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ Inter- Tota~ Fact 1

Water Body Na~ne Unit # Good med~atelmpa~r~Unknolm Size Units Sheet Prob[em/NeedDescription Probte~Source 10 N S L

BARRETT LAKE 911.30 811 0 0 0 811 AC .......

CALAVERA LAKE 904.31 0 0 0 35 35 AC .......

CHOLLAS RES 908.22 0 0 0 16 16 AC .......

CUYAHACA LAKE 907.43 930 0 O 0 930 AC ..... X .

DIXON LAKE 90Z,.62 71 0 0 0 71 AC .......

EL CAPITAN RES 907.31 1562 0 0 0 1562 AC ..... X .

EL TORO RES 901.20 22 0 0 0 22 AC ....... ,z’-

I
GAJONE LAKE 903.11 0 24 1 0 25 AC Yes Fish ki|ts Non-Point . X . . X . .

Sedieentation 0

Eutrophication

HENSHAM LAKE 903.31 1500 0 0 0 1500 kC ..... X .

HODGES LAKE 905.21 0 1234 0 0 1234 AC ..... X .

LAGUflA NIGUEL LAKE 901.13 0 0 0 40 40 AC ..... X .

LAKE JENNINGS 907.12 176 0 0 0 176 AC .......

LAKE POI#AY 905.21 62 0 O 0 62 AC .......

LOVELAND RES 909.31 454 0 0 0 454 AC .......

LO~JER OTAY RES 910.31 1110 0 0 0 1110 AC ..... X .
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STATE MATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 06109/92

Region 9
Lakes ~ Reservoirs                                                                                                              Federet L~sts

1
3333333
1000011

Water Quality Condition ¯ 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tota.__~[ Fact I

Waten Body Name Unit# Goo~ mediate]m o air. Unknown SJz___~e Un~t____~s Shee____~t P¢ob[em/NeedDescr|ptfo~._ pr,ob~emSourc¢ 1D N S ~ ,

MIRAge LAKE 906.10 162 0 0 0 162 AC .......

MISSION VIEJO LAKE 901.20 150 0 0 0 150 AC .......

~ENA RES 911.50 1541 0 0 0 1541 AC .......

HURRAY LAKE 907.11 141 0 0 0 141 AC .......

RED HOUNTAIN LAKE 903.12 7 0 0 0 7 AC .......

SAN D[EGUITO LAKE 90~.61 75 0 0 0 75 AC .......

SAN EL[JO LAKE 904.61 0 150 0 0 150 AC ..... X ¯

SAN ~IARCDS LAKE 904.52 6~ 0 0 0 68 AC .......

SAN VICENTE RES 907.21 1069 0 0 0 1069 AC .......

SK%NNER LAKE 902.41 860 0 0 0 860 AC .......

SUTNERLAND LAKE 905.53 557 0 0 0 557 AC ..... X ¯

SW£ETMATER RES ~9.21 ~50 0 0 0 950 AC ..... X ¯

TURNER LAKE 903o13 46 0 0 0 ~ AC .......

UPPER OTAY RES 910.32 139 0 0 0 139 AC .......

VAIL LAKE 902.81 1000 0 0 0 1000 AC .......

t,/ONLFORD LAKE 904.63 222 0 0 0 222 AC .......
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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT Report Date : 06109/92

Region 9
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Water Ouatity Condition , 3 4 4 4 4 9

~ydro Inter- Tot a_.__.t.t Fac___~t 1
Water Body Name Unit # Good mediate ]__~red Unknown Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description Pro~te~p, Source 1 O l~ S L

AGUA HEDIONDA CREEK 904.30 0 9 0 0 9 MI .......

ALISO CREEK 901.10 0 0 1 19 20 t4"l Yes Recreatiorm[ impacts Unknown . X . . X . X
Objectives violated
Bacteria[ contamination

j ARROYO TRABUCO 901.20 0 0 1 0 1 NI Yes     Heavy meteLs Unknown . X . . X . X

"~ BOULDER CREEK 907.41 11 0 0 0 11 t~l .......

BUENA VISTA CREEK 904.20 0 8 0 0

~0 CAHUl LLA CREEK 902.71 0 0 0 17

f~) CA~PO CREEK 911.80 0 0 0 19 19 I~I .......

CANYON DE LAS 90~./~0 0 0 0 4 4 t4I .......
ENCINAS

CHOLLAS CREEK ~)8.22 0 0 0 6 6 MI .......

COTTONWO00 CREEK, 911.20 0 0 0 14 14 NI .......
LOWER

COTTONWOOD CREEK, 911.60 12 0 0 0 12 MI .......
UPPER

DELUZ CREEK 902.21 14 0 0 0 14 RI .......

ESCONDIDO CREEK 90~.60 0 23 0 0 23 MI .......
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STATE ~ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 Q/ATER ~LIALITY ASSESSHENT Report Date : 06/09/92

Region 9 "

Rivers and Strem Federal Lists
1
3333333
1000011

Hater oua[ity Condition . 3 4 4 ~ 4 9
Hydro Inter- Tote[ Fac__.~t 1

~/ater Body Name Unit # Good mediate [~red Unknown Size Units Sheet ProbLe~Need Description ProbLem1 S.ou.rce 1 D H S L

FORESTER CREEK 907,13 0 3 0 0 3 H[ Yes Threat of e|evated fish tissue LeveLs X ......
Threat of i~pacts from industry

GUEJITO CREEK 905.32 10 0 0 0 10 NI .......

LA POSTA CREEK 911.70 18 0 0 0 18 HI ....... J~-

LO~A ALTA CREEK 90~o10

LOS COCHES CREEK 907.1/, 0 0 0 9 9    N[ ....... j~.

LOS PENASQUI TOS 906.10 0 8 0 0 8
CREEK, LOM~R ~._

ILOS PENASQLIITOS               906.20                 9               0                 0               0                 9    NI .......
CREEK, UPPER

Iv~JRRIETA CREEK 902.30 13 0 0 0 13    H[ .......

OTAY RIVER, LOI~R 910.20 0

pARADISE CREEK 908.32 0 0 0 /* /* HI .......

PINE VALLEY CREEK 911./*0 10 0 0 0 10 141 .......

ROSE CANYON 906.30 0 13 0 0 13 H! .......

SAN CLEHENTE CANYON 906./,0 0 0 0 13 13 HI .......

SAN DIEGO RIVER, 907.11 0 13 0 0 13 HI X ......
LOe~R
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STATE ~/ATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 1992 MATER QUALITY ASSESS~ENT Report Date : 0~/09/92

Reg~o~ 9
Rivers end Streams Federet Lists

1
3333333
1000011

~/ater O~tity Co~iti~ . 3 4 4 4 4 9
Hydro I nter.~.__~. Total Fac.__.~

Iga[er Body Name Unit___._~# Good mediate ~ Unknot. Siz_.__eeUnit~s Shee____~tProblem/Need Descript|o~ p~bLe~ Source 1 D H ,S L .

SAN DIEGO RIVER, 907.15 0 30 0 0 30 HI .......
HIDDLE

SAN DIEGUITO RIVER. 905.10 0 11 -0 0 11 HI .......
LO~R

SAN JUAN CREEK 901.20 0 8 1 0 9 HI Yes Recreationat impacts UnknowN1 . X . . X . X
Objectives violated
periodic beach ctosures

SAN LUIS REY RIVER. 903.10 0 21 0 0 21 NI The recreational uses at the river’s mou No~-Point .......
LOMER th is occasionaLLy threeter~J.

SAN LUIS REY RIVER, 903.20 0 30 0 0 30 HI .......
HIDDLE

SAN NARCOS CREEK 904.50 0 0 0 13 13 HI .......

SAN HATEO CREEK ~01.40 0 0 0 17 17 HI .......

SAN ONOFRE CREEK 901.51 0 0 0 13 13 HI .......

SANTA NARGARITA 902.10 11 0 0 0 11 HI Yes .......
R|VER

SANTA MARIA CREEK 905.41 6 0 0 0 6 MI .......

SANTA YSABEL CREEK 905.50 24 0 0 0 24 MI .......

SECUNDA DESHECHA 901.30 0 0 0 6 6 MI ........
CANADA

/II1~11 I ii~ I
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STATE WkTER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 19~2 ~kTERQUALITY ASSESS~IENT Report Date :

Region 9
Rivers and Streams                                                                                                                Federal Lists

1
3333333
1000011

Nater Ouatity Condition . 3 4 4 4 4 9

Hydro Inter___._.~ Tota.____L Fact: 1

Water Bod~Name Unit # Good i!~iatelmpa~r~Unkno~m Size Units Sheet Problem/Need Description ProbLem~ou,~pe 10 N S L,

SWEETWATER RIVER, 909.10 11 0 0 0 11 HI .......
L(X#ER

SYCANORE CREEK 907.12 0 0 0 8 8 HI .......

TECOLOTE CREEK 906.50 0 6 0 0 6 ~I .......

TEHECULA CREEK, 902.51 10 0 0 0 10 HI .......

TEMECULA CREEK,UPPER 902.91 9 0 0 0 9 MI .......

TIJUANA RIVER 911.11 0 0 7 0 7 Hi Yes untreated domestic and industrial vaste~ Point & Non-Point X X . . X . X ~.-

ater fro~ city of Tijuana. Severe health
proble~ exists, extensive rec impacts.

TUCALOTA CREEK 902.61 0 0 0 26 26 NI ....... ’

WILSON CREEK 902.61 0 0 0 16 16 NI .......
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